to persons accused of subvVersion aTother crimies,” The
&om Congress fo investigate anything and anahndg
the public interest have been cut down, é :
) These attacks by the Supréfme Court do no afféct only
*the people. They also affect the Executive and the Legislg~
tive branches of the people’s Government. And up to now
the Executive branch, &g représented by the President, has -
contented itself with muttering that we must respect the
Supreme Court even when its decisions pass our under-
standing, and with taking fairly vigorous steps toward ask-
ing Congress to do something about the FBI-files decision.
1t seems to us that the time has come for the—

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH |

" —meaning the Congress of the United States, to appomt :

itself the tribune of the American people,
That is Congress’ proper and constitutional functlon.

L]
€

: As tribune of the people, Congress could, and we think
-" ghould, renew its fight to slash the Eisenhower budget by -

several billions; and it should take up the fight to clip the

overgrown claws of the Warren Supreme Court.and restore -

“to both the President and Congress the powers that court
has been taking away. -

1Ps Time There would seem to be little time to

To Fight “waste in this matter. If things go on in the

present direction much longer, the Ameri-

" can people can wind u g with a bankrupt Government and &
fallopmg inflation, and with the Judicial branch in full con. -
rol of the White House, Congress and all the rest of us.
- That would mean the end of the United States as wa -
have known and loved it. In Congress lies the lasi hgpe
- tMATWe can detect of heading off such a disaster, -—
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Supreme* Cour
7} By DAVID'LAWRENCE . X
¥ WASHINGTON, Suly 1—What can be dout abous & Hupreme
+Court that ignores the rights of Congress and the Fxecutive
; and, ?ln effect, nulliffes various provisions of the Constitution’
m L T ST ot WL Totat s vt =
This question has arlsen iately because of the extreme nature
i of some of the decisions of the high wurtk
which substantially lmpair the Investigative
operations of Congress and the prosecution|
of eriminals and trajtors. - - - P
yIt may come as & surprise to many people
to find that justices of the Bupreme Court
nf the United States sre not assured of life
enure and that nowhere in the Constltution
aié the words “life tenure” used. Actuslly,
Constifution sitnply says that justices of
he high eourt shall hold office only “during
ood béhavior.” - - o T, .
. The Constitution providea for “impeascohi’-r
ment” of judges, but solely for “treasoh,|
hrikery and other hizgh crimes and misde-
meanors.” In the event, however, ‘that the
G justices do ‘not commit any siich crimes bug
Lawrence go beyond their proper judicial functions and
ctually destroy the right of the nation to
brotect iiself against subversion, can anything be done about it
Strangély enough, in the entire history of the Supreme Cour
there niever has betn & case involving a deflnition of the word
“good behavior” in connection with any Supreme Court justice’
Nor has there been any case ﬁ.which the power of removal of
high court - justices hes been’
ruled ypon. =~ - . . ..
Refers {0 1928 Crse
This correspondent the other il
day recalled the stir made by
" the famous Myers case in Q- e republic and since then have
; tober, 1926, and took occasion ated primarily to whether tha!
; ta reread the decision because Senate has to be consulted about'
»in its 60,000 words is given the pemgvals, It seems t0 be an es-
ymost exhaustive discussion of tablished fact that for “hany
removal powers of Congress years the Congress assered its °
;Bver presented by the Supreme right to participate in the re-
: Court, . . ¢ moval power. Desctibing this
t. * But this-case and the declsiony early history, the Supreme Court
i the Humphrey case in 1935—| in an opinion in 1839 sald:
repudiating the President’s re- “No_one denled the power of
‘E moval of a member of the Fed- ! the President and tha Senats,
eral Trade Commission—are] jointly t6 remove, Where the
-conflned largely to the question
"of how far Congress may by law
Lrestrict the removal powers of
the Chief Executive with respect
ito executive and quasi-judicial
"posts. It I8 clear (hai the Fresi-
dent can remove an official for
the causes specified by Congress

when fixing the term of offic
.and also” for other eausey nob
mentioned by Congress wher

the post 'is purely a
tive, The decisions are vagus
and contradictory where ne

18 specifted by Congress—as, ¥

Opinion Quotea
is plain from s reading |t

Myrars case that most of e

o

ks

TIPSR L NP

*
&

i

ussions in the early days of

L
3 BT

tenure of the office was no
Tixed by the Copstitution, which
‘wag 8 Tul]” tecognitfon of
‘principle that the power of re.
mdyal was incident to the power
of appointaient.” Prm—

ted In these decisiong’
and rebutted 1s an argument|

NO

ﬂu Justiees Brandeis, Hoimes and

l
|

Supreme Court than in all the

‘1 :;8 Rrior gegrs of judicial his-
ry.

1987, N. Y. Herald Tribune Inc.

B e by |

‘ Fed
exander Hamilton, who wrote:
‘It has boenn mentioned as on
of the advantages to be expectad|
Irom the co-operation of the
Benate in the of ap
intments, that 1t would con-
ute to the stability of the
Administration.- The consent of
that body would be necessary to

dienlace as wall as 45 opiinty

"It seems’ logical to conclude—

McReynolds plainly asserted in|
their dissent in the Myers case
-—that the power resides imj
Congress to control removils by
the basis for
“Congress Power = 1
Hence, if Congress chose to
define “good behavior” and pro-
vided by law that the President
and the Senate could jolntly de-
cide on the removal of any or all
of the Supreme Court justices
and then other justices were
nominated and confirmed to re-
place them, there is enough leg-
islative power vested in Congress
to make the action stick despite
any sftempt by the courts to
interfere. For Congress also has
the right, specifically given by
the Constitution, o determins
the “appellate jurisdiction” of
the Bupreme Court. Throvgh a
law of this kind, Congress could
prevent any review of 1tz own
statutory definltion of the phrase
“good behavior.”

stipuiating in a law
such remoyal,

i

A
80 Jjustices of the Supremel:
Court can be oudted whenever| -
Congress and & President jointly|.
decide to take that action to!.

protect the country from erratic
or irresponsible decisions by a
majority of the 'high court. “Life
tenure” Is a custom—not an ab-
solute szsurance of tenure for
supreme court justices, And cus-
tom™ has been overturned fn
declsions - in. more¢ instances in

e twenty years since the so-|

called “lberals” tock over the

- ——-

[ i
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MOVE the John

.0 case be mo&ened an
brought before e Supreme
Court. If ever case

due , that ane did, The
sneaky FBI collected Informa-
tion on this man and kept it
In a secret file without his

consent — and didn't gend s \i L /
r ,COPY to his lawyer, o

. The end came when this

‘PoOr man was cornered by &

L

ETOUD of armed FBI men, -
These barbarcus FBI agents
shot this lone man down like
a dog. Had not the &genis
acted so cowardly John Dil-
linger would have faced a
r.court and probably wolld

ve been sentenced'to death,

fs, of course, vhb&ld hgve

N reversed hy thw€y

.and John

uld be alive today,

= BILIo
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Times Herald

: Wash, News __;
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N. Y. Herald :

Tribune
N. Y. Journal-

American
N. Y. Mirror
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e num& Iaw c'en.forcement oﬂ-
#isls decided yesterday that.

cuuomil Il /
. .unﬁ,‘z*ﬁ,mwu.,, C

hc‘gmt “ru: that cu?gl t'p'iamrlt‘::"‘ /
wer

extract con.fesslonl

: sus
T Chief Judge Bolithu J Lawl
,of District Court,- who called
the special 50-minuts: meetin(.
stied thig statement: -
.“It is agreed there Is na prob- !
lem confronting the polfce of ,
e distriet attorney in the -
matter of ayailability of a com- -
itting magistrate. The United
.\States “‘Commissioner and the
i|various judges to whom mccess |
may be had are adequate to
meet any problem at the prel-[
ent time.” . . . - :

1

fendant’s signed confession wa
Invalid because he was hel
by police too lonisbefore heing
arraigned and wis not aﬂvised
of his rights. ' !
Yesterday's meetl a g was'
alled to determine whethep'
there was a need for making a'
ommitting magistrate avafl.’
able on short notice lt all

' "Uited Stated Attorney oiiv.
*er Gasch said immediate. ar-
Taignment was not the prob-
‘lem, because the Supreme
{Court’s ruling held that police
cnnnot hold a suspect {or ques-
'tioning with the purpose_ of
obtaining a confession. 3 ;

Gasch to Conm SRR &

e n IR o
! He sald he would eonfer s00 §
with C, Aubrey Gasch,
for-a speclal Semate Judic
Subcommittee on . Improvin
the Federal Code, about o
taining clarifying legislation o

arrest- and- malgnment pr
cedure ,a. _‘.;1'111‘
In addition to Gasch otherp
attending the meeting in Lawa®
office wa%‘7 Chipf Judge Leons
ard P alsh of Municl;\:;l
Court, Police Chlef Robert
Murray and United sutes Com- -
missioner James ¥, Splaly,
. Murtay said, pollce would

tinue to Jha_tisiasti.
ative aroced.gfg dbqtm
n.-.‘m Ll A

- New Leader
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o,
ardman
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Mohr
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AP AR
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i . House Group

FL * Seen Confronted

-

p House of Representatives
S ants to know how the re-
; cent decisions of th®®uurama

‘ o toward limiting or
: % ing the investigative
powers of Congress. 8o g spe-
Lieial committee of filve mem--
bers has been gppointed to
i eondutt an tnquiry.

 But before any such {nquiry
; €an be effective, will the House
| of Representatives mccept the
- Bupreme - Court’s edict and

T T——

;ictly what it wishes to inves.

tigate, and, I i should decide

Fw eall any witnesses, will the
‘eommittee make clear in ad-
wance just what the witnesses
nre to be asked?
§" Any investigation probably
will be yseless unless the Houss
of niatives s prepared
to assert fully its Drerogatives
under the Constitution, which
¥s each House can make its
rvm rules governing its pro-
. dinere Aare loty of things
about the operations of the
Supreme Court of the United
States which, under the “right
Lo know" doctrine, Congress
€an seek ta learn, ‘ '
Egl‘rhere 15, for example, the

8 of “law clerks.” Maybe
they ought to be summoned
’ to teatify to explaln recent

fecislons. Bome of these aidea
are bfilllant students of the
Jaw and perhaps know more
About the new-fangled reason-

/1D LAWRENCE o wywes RO bt b
L) % ] g
1]

o e .‘ U e b i : . A .-.'.;‘:7 1
['.Ye_s,,flgagmg Court |
se Group $tadying Rulings’ Etfects -
by Tribunal's Curbs" -
The Judjclary Committee of ,Phen. of the -execuitve order

i-pass a resolution stating ex- l

Q

ourt D

seiting forth the President’s
loyalty and security program.
It was this order whose scope
Was subsequently modified by
the Syupreme Court's decision
in the Cole case. Among the
recommendations of the sug-
gested bill is the point that a
distinction should be made
between employes in “security-
sensitive” agencies and ordi-
nary employes of the Govern-
ment.— -y

The Bupreme Court itself
had under consideration at the

PR Wy} [ P
time the Cols case inn &

decision handed down on June
11, 1958, made just such =
distinction. The Court said
the Congress didn't mean to
allow nonsensitive agencies to
he covered by the President's
ations, . o
Moody left the service of the
Chief Justice & few days after
the decision in the Cole case
was handed down, g& the term
of the court ended. Moody,
of eourse, had jusi sz much
right to publish his article as
the justices, themaselves, seem
to assert off the bench in mak-
ing public speeches on.contro-
versial issues of the day.
. . Unquestionably, Moody
knows a 1ot about the powers

and, Io the article 1 the
California Law Review which

occurs: “For what it may be
worth, it is the writers' heliat
that some type of Federal se-
curity program is both paliti-

] ces themaselves,
- In the March, 1958, issue of
the Caiifornia Law Review,
Ffur instance, there was pub-
lished an article entitled “The
Pederal Loyalty-Security Pro-
‘gram: ‘A Proposed Statute.”
One of. 1ts three authors was
Cirsham B. Moody, §r, who
waa.described ‘v a footnote I.SJ
“head law clerk to
‘ Justice of the United States.™
‘s Moody, In this article, Pro=-
Dosed a bhill which Congress
ently urged to enact in .

e b o e e L i

¢ in the so-called “}beral”
gechkma than do some of the J

4

celly and socially justifiable.”
But the article points out, that
Congress should exclude from
consideration =& charges by
&ny  executlve department
against any employe such
things as the signing of peti-
tions, presence “at & gatherin
of two or mote people,” use
an alias, attendance at educa-

tional institutions, trayel out-

the Chief " side the Unitad States. It fan't

clear from the article whether
sll questions.relative to such
points would be barred from

617 16

inquley gr Derely ¢
1957

i
¢

“count of their “assoclationy®

. Government employment

S Bt T Sy
e e W T
- ’ [ ] [l el N .ﬁt . . ‘;
’s ons Fir
‘ gl e
o iy T T e

setting Up “standards” 1o as:
sure - that. dischirges from'
o

would not occur solely on ac-

or “passive sctivity. - '}c{

Moody's point of view 1§ .
to have been borne out X
confirmed  'in ' the Supreme,
Court: decislons ghich fol~ #
lowed. This would appesr to in<’
dicate that, while the justices, *
themselves, might decline to:
testify before the new com--
mittee of the House, maybe.
the talented law clerks could
shed some light on the reason-
ing processes of some of the!

Justices For the court r.swg

olds that Individual rights
unlly superssde the right of’
he Nation' to proteet itselr’
gainst subversfon, It accepts
he so-called “liberal” view
that congressional investiga-
tors have no right under

" Constitution to compel answers:

from witnesses if the questions?
elate to beliefs, past associn.’
ions .or “political” concepts.}
e word “political” presum.’
ably now covers the Communtst

. @iParty, though Congress hes'

of Congress in these matters $'

he co-authored, & fdotnote

|

el

refused' to dignify the. Com3
munist organization = an
legitimate political party in
this country but holds tt to be
the agent of a forelgn power
hostile to the interests of the
United States. .- A
The House Jydiciary Com-
ittee will not get very far
with its inquiry unless #t {s"
prepared to investigate the’
Processes of the Supreme
Court itself. For the American
people have the right to find
oul who writes the decisions -
of the -SBupreme Court today— .
the Jjustices - or their - “law
clerks.” If the *law clerks” i
have such influence, should
not each parhspe :
ognized with the title of
“assistant Justice” and be ap-
pointed heresfter subject to-
confirmation by the Benate,
just as are the justices them- -

stlves and the “policy-making” ¢, The Worker

officials who assist the top-
level members of the execu-.

tive the Goverp-.
menty 2 e Governe,
~, | Cleprodusilen Righ s <

Wash. Post and
Times Herqld
Wash, News _, .
Wash. Star
N. Y, Herald
Tribune
N. Y. Journal-
American
N.Y Mirtor .
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N. Y. Timee
Daily Worker
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| To the Egitor: According fo a Tecent ' e ﬁ E___._ o
[ ruling of odgx $Supreme Court, in which it \) /? é 4 . A
Afreed a number of people mixed up with - 9

‘lthe Cammunist Party, 1 naturally ‘wonder : Q*q

¢

bt

"Yust what it would actually take to convict
_jone fried on any charge involving Commu- ," ;
'Fism and make it stick. ’ : J
‘§ It appears that our lower courts can
ynever convict and sentence anyone for any : 5.
of the numerous charges concerned with bl
Communism that our Supreme Court wil}
Nunhald, Vast sums of money and a tre- ’ L [y
! mendous amouat of testimony are entailed VR
! in order to obtain these convictions and,
. after all this time and money are expend-
! ed, it just doesn't mean a thing when it
reaches the highest court in our land.
"My observations are that every one of
'Fhese cases that is declared unconstitus

"hio al is a green light for everyone thus

acuitted to double his efforts and de @ C} 'r‘
Ct.o S %uf)féf,ﬂf_ b

gofr courts to do anything about it. 1t Hus '
Valways been my solid belief that if anyohe
atmits to being & member of the Commu- |
. nist Party, then he or she is responsible 1
1o that party for carrying out any orders i
issued from the higher-ups and, no doubt, °
some of these orders call for the overs
. throw of our present form of government -
. by force if necessary. =~ . . .}
If our present laws are fnadequate in™
the prosecution and earrying out of theae
cases, with al! the lawmakers we have in -
Washington, we shouldn’t have any difff- _ Re:
‘Veulty in passing laws that these “nins old
i men” could not just cast aside, disregard- -
; ing the great amount of time and money .
| spent to obtain coavictions by judges and Bufile N
' Juries in the lower courts, I am beginning'i Q.
to think that our entire judicial system | LS File Ko
gul_g stand a complete renovatioG—m——m
AV . -
}_' ~ouls iile!_-—--WYATr B. W&CKE{‘. K Courier-Jouiral

: Louisville Tinesz

Louisville, Ky,
Date ; /?/4 7
7—-7_#
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Conz. ‘Andrews Thre'zikt'ensq_
lmneachment Proceequs f

lAgamst CS lreme Court -

ﬂgl A

.rL. .

WASHINGTON, D, G- G “hele-
grams and letters from through-

out the United BStates, including
such nareas of kdnrn—gant

! ﬂ__ﬁf‘)_ﬂﬂ)oma. New Ha.mpshire,
Michigan and Calitornia,

vyuuuu

poured into the office o
gressman Geo
sponee-to--his-demandy that the
Supreme Court be investigated or
impeached. .

“Since 'Y ma.de the :ugge:tlon,
Andrews sald, “a number of Con-
gressmen have Indicated their de-
idire to'ga slong with any leader-
Famp I might take in this direc-
'ton. I «don't think cne man alona
‘can accomplish the right result,
But, if encugh intelligent and

Con-

‘thoughtful members will band to-

_gether, we might arouse the coun-

hat has happenqd_fo.the |

{Court . _ o

idrews In¥es

AN

we see thete judges reverse ssund
decisions of the lower courts in
cises that are tainted with Com-

Teatin fmeny And ¥ sredict that when
MUDEM. Al 4 predity whay Wach

 the Girard casze b considerad next
week, we'll see an Amerlcan bay
‘{tumed over to the Japanese for
‘trial This will be & “State De-
‘partment decision” rather than » '
legal oplnion. The Girard decision
iwill touch the bome of every .

. American boy who iz in the armed

services,. Maybe the: people will :
wake up to what ix golng an snd |
lend thelr support to those who °
are bold enough to queltlon the
Court's declsiona’™

“The big question”
sald,

Andm

preme  Court?

have been planted on the staff of
‘the Court? How many of themen
who actually write the oploions
leanings or hold memberlhlp m
the party? These
questions. I, for one, think the -

T:r think the people of the United
“ve 8 ri;ht ta hhe wn- 7

i ,.K‘ n.\___'-‘i- ;“m 2oL __-.
— il i bl

‘dwers”
e o

r‘ﬂ

“ia;: Who Is exerting influ- -
ence on the members of the So- °
How many lefte r
wing and red-bossed legnl experts ™

of the Judges have Communist *
aré serious ;

Congress has a rlg’ht to ask them, .

IA' Misa Gandy
' : . e b et
‘bj | s
o
CONGRESSMAN

GEORGE ANDREWS

My. To
M'I Nichol
Mr. ﬂdmn;;,

Mr. Ito
Mr. Talun =
Mr. »
Mr. Meas:
Tele. Room
Mr. Helloman ..
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"ATEST THREAT TO LIBERTY v 1

L, Eternﬂ vigilance, as the old aa¥ing has it, is the price .
‘of liberty. . Or; as the Iriah patriot John Plulpot Cun-sn
titim 1790y - % o wman e g e T %
“1t is the common ﬁte of the indolent to see their" :
. nghts become a prey to the activé: The condition -
. upon which God hath given liberty to man is eternal .
. - vigilance; which condition if he break, servitude is at
¥ once the consequenoé of hu crune and the pumahment
¢ of his guilt.™ . . .rf. .
ih Nnme%ouu Americans in every generation, we imagine,
ave had the comfortable feeling that the winning of their

,unemen had been muy and finally attended to in 1776-89,

PR Gt

-k

by the heroic men and women who :
fought thé American Revolution
and the masters of statecraft who
put together the Constitution. Yet
most generations .of Americans.
have had to fight for their hbertlu
in one way or another, - :

«Some of the threats to our }
freedom have come from outside
the country, some from inside. The
latest comes both from outside and |
inside the United States, . B
[__ The great mid-20th Century

mensce to human liberty every-
where is Co

- unism, a conspiracy
Barl Warrea | girected from Moscow for the en<
lhvement of ,the world. The Unjted States is the blgzeat
single prize the Reds hope to

Bemg given thm conspi

-  w a h e A —

Constitution. = . T

Commumst enemy. .

%  Americsns are in no way obhgated to atsnd by and
calmly watch thé high court hack away our defenses |
“against Communism—defenses such as the Smith Act of
1940, the various state sedition lsws, the investigative

powers of Congress, the freedem ef opera-

Stﬂﬂd Up tloni); the FBI;: o L. i 1 l

-~ We wWan eep our ertles and

aAnd F'g ht have a fair chance to fight victoriously for §
"them should Soviet Russia start a war against them, we'll

‘have to stand up to the Supreme Court now and tell it in

unmutskab]e terms to get back on its own territory, ¥
roper medium to earry this cornmand to the".

reme is Congress, W¢ elect Congress. The Con-..

Appallingly, the most effeftive mmde-‘U S A hﬁlp ,now B "

- - OUR OWN bbr.lmgg bUURl‘ L
—=& body of nine men BWorD préserve an protect tho

In a long strmg of decnsiona, tfus trlb\mn!, with’ Eﬂrl

! Warren as Chief Justwe. has given aid and comf.ort to the_

U

S
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Y=’ NUMEROUS WAYS 7" cmars
-:—in which Gongress could clip the claws of the }ugh court. _
i It could bring impeachment proceedings, to try one or
more of the justicea for improper eonduct on the bench—-
“a3 the Georgia Legislature has already urged.
i~ Or a constitutional amendment could be ofered to tha
states, requiring thai Supreme Court justices be elected -
periodically ; say once every ;1x years, lik.
‘Court Can oS Sem tors.

The Constitution provrdea ‘(Art. III.
Be Curbed See. 2, Subd. 2) that the Supreme Court

%“‘“ cq,..,.. "‘""""t% ja."sd;ctwn both a5 to law and ul.u.,

"with such exceptions and under such regulations as the

»Congreas shall make.” ~. -

E. ‘That provision suggests any number of ways in whsch

.Congress could curb the court.

§ ‘The Constitution also says (Art. lI[ Sec. 1) that tho

Supreme Court justices shall hold office only “dunnz good

. behavior"—mnot for life, as some people su

t- To borrow s suggestion from the editor and commen-

1  tator David Lawrence, why not an Act of Congress setting 1
up some standarda ud procedures whereby the Senate

€oild n:gmu:r its opmmn from time io time as to whether

'one or more of the learned justices were behaving properly 4

[on the bench?, A Senate finding of bad behavior would

mean sutomatic dismissal from the Sipreme Court. = |

-~ Al these proposals have merit, it seems to us: We are

profoundly convinced that now is the time for Congreas o -

look into e&ery suggestion for forcing the court to stop

tampenng with essential American rights and liberties, . 4

" The House Judiciary Committee made a good begin-" ;

g this week, when it set up s subcommittee to study. ;
is who]e stnng of pro-Red Supreme Court  decisions. But'

I ;uy without aciion produces wo resuits;  And Independ- K

L
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T

e Day, 1957, looks like an ideal day for a lot of members
Congress to make up their minds to get in there sGTEZRY, .|
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.~ IT USED TQ
° tom for the great, the mear
great and asplrants for great:
Ness-to appear on bu:}ﬁng-

_r

PN

forms to de-
. liver a Fourth
of July ora-
- tion.. The cus-
- tom went out
* with the .pop-
© ularity of the
autom obile .4
and radio; the
- former’ pYoO-
' ;l uced kth 3 g
ong weekend |
onn‘the road; - - Sokolsky-
. the latter the commentaries
,and news reports by profes-
sionals, many of whom avoid
~opinlons  beécause no matter
how you put it, An opinion can
‘ be controversial. . |
;. The older custom was bet-

" ter beause it brought the

' gere stimulated moral approv-
' al or indignation. Most of the
' occasions resulted in moral in-
" dignation which is essential in
" .a free gociety. To remain free,
" a people must often be angry
‘and they must be angry
against their own officials. In
this United States, such indig-
- nafion is usually impersonal
because few of us know our
peoliticians and many woutd
not care to know some. But
frdignation iz good for the
-soul and the ancient adage‘
. “throw -the scoundrels out!”
“applies to even one's best
" friends in public office. -
' '_. [ ,:f‘u e NA‘,-‘ - ‘_._ .
" - THIS YEAR, the most con-
m%s%de artment of gov-
s t

8 _the Su)reme

—

APl S

The Fourth of July -

BE the 'éus- ‘

G

R PR
voaot
, 4
e o e @
A .= .

Couri, a publle ageney gener-
ally regarded as sacrosanct al-
though not always se. Some of
the Justices have been out-
standing Juristic scholars but
there have been séveral politi-
cal scoundrels on the Supreme
Coyrt bench so that the word,
grosanct, does not apply to
it dny more than the Presi-
dency or to Congress. When
the division of powers is clear-
cut, the anthority and cleanili-
ness 0f the bench are at their

best™". .o

1. President Eisenhower has
appointed four Justices to the
Supreme Court. Warren, Har-
lan, Brennan and Whittaker.
Warren was Governor of Cali-
fornia, & politician of enor-
mous magnitude who man
aged to get hoth Republican
and Democratic votes and who
really was not dependent upon

‘either party, although he
" neighbors together and there- _called himsel a Republican

and controlled- the
chine in his state.

. Warreh was a candidate for
President in 1852 and stood
between Eizsenhower and Taft.
Botn sides courted him. When
it was clear that Warren could
not be nominated, both, sides
offered him a Supreme Court
appointment — the first open-
ing —if he did not flip the
Californla delegatioi to the
other side. It may be recalled
that California held out to the
bitter epd when Eisenhower's
nomination was certain, Mean-
while, Richard Nixon had
broken away from the Cali
fornia reservation and wa
ma Vice President. When
the shooting was over, Warre

held thé respect of the Eisen

plrt:{ ma-

hower snd Taft elements in

o
(i

R
')7 By George
f / . CERN e .u -

L TP 2

om0 ST
LA 275E5 A

w

.

wi -
\

.. '
E. Sokolsky
T b
; I \ oL
the Repuﬁuem Party snd he
got the first opening.on the ]
Supreme Court hench, which
was the Chief Justiceship,” |

Except ag district attorney
in Alameda County from 1028
to 1939, and State Attozney
General, Warren has had no
experience as a lawyer or a
Judge. His forte s political
manipalution and state ad-
ministration. - 7. J

. ’ [ Y A ! ’ ’

BRENNAN has been ljudge‘
in New Jersey. He Is a Demo-
crat and a Roman Cathollc and
was appointed for those rea-
sons, it being regarded as po-;
litically fortuitous at the mo-
ment to appoint such a one to
the Supreme Court bench. No
on#, not even Brenpan, hasi
ever been able to explain how ;
among the numerous Roman
Catholics and Democrats of .
the United States, he happened ;
to be the one tagged. The Jast
political act 6f Joe MceCarthy
before he died was to oppose !
the appointment of this ob-
cure New Jersey judge to the
Supreme Court of the United
tateg, - .

There must be other ap
pointments in the near future.
Justice Felix Frankfurter, the
remaining intellectual of the
Holmes-Brandels magnitode
the bench, is 74 yaars old.
& apparently hapgs on as an
et of patriotism to prevent
nother unfortunate appoint-
ent. Whoever does the sé.
lectin,
dent Eisenhower {s more the
politician than & jurist and
the ' Senate haz apparently
dropped dead. - - - - .

Tt~

it T

of such men for Presl- '

———
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Supreme Court
Put Below FBI

By Drew Pearson

c .
One of the most interesting

legislative phenomena in Amer.

ican history is now taking place

in Washington.” The Sunreme

Court which! ;

|was created by! §( .

|the Con stitu.

Ition is ‘being

l'_’l‘-h-e question, in g ny . . i
fliracy, is highly important, . Publicity-Minded FBL
though one which most news. : . )
: ; . ‘or it.! J Edgar Hoover during this
gr;g hf:“ﬁt;én S;zcu;%! }:; l; lime had beep dc_nng a good jun
friend. Iis executives can be ]Ij‘} had b c"t ‘:]‘)“‘Ig a gc“““\il”"’
T ’ cfore. ut he hadn't undi -
g:},’;ﬂ;l a’;"t‘:goi?;f““‘" 430 | tood publicity S then he

, , N\

s y bordinated § It also pays a Congressman h',’s'.“”d?mm"f both Thot de- ' Y q-'\\ '§\§
gbyYCtJngress to to be friendly towthe FBI, For {g_cu?_n a;vd pu mk“z!}.' 1((; com- "\\x A S g
‘the FBY which igit has a complete rundown on. m?_ torr has worked wonders. n (‘ AR,
was never con Kevery Cotfkressman, his pri-. . When  the Nazi saboteurs > "')*o"j‘@
templated by vate life and his family. Furd landed on the United State. NN i b
the' Constity thermore, no Congressman if , €0ast ‘during the war, the ¥FBi §§ =~ L.‘;
tion, defeated or desirous of another J €0t the credit for  catchine T

A bill to put ' government job, can become & :{':1‘:)’3 ;\1‘_01,2(9‘]‘:'1'-‘:{;2{:“;:?:;{“}’3[:h’ ~ N \‘;)'“'1':"
ol BT Fonon |l ol el B o e RREEI
Place and protect ‘the FBF is;]the FBI. ] . saboteurs lelnphnr’wd the YR LN
being rushed through Congress and gave thenmolves up.

i1 record time, with only one
fwitness testifying and with _Ilt-i
tle debate in committee. T
Fhe congressional storm was
raised by FBI lobbyist Lo
Nichols, plus Justice Brenna&'
7-t0-1 decision In the Jen
case, giving a defendant Lhg]
limited right to ook at state:
ments, made by an FBI
former about 'him.

the Judiciary Committee,
'as obvious that only two Sen.'
ators, he and Butler of M
land, had read the Jencks de-
cision.. - The olhers . hadn't

o read il, were con-§a

bothered to re to afwas to build up the FBI g
point  wher
idered the
f the kidna

vinced it opened FBI files
fishing expedition, L]

When 1 phoned several m

em- ]‘
hers of the 'House Judiciary

in on the ground floor when jt
was decided
FBI; so perh

in- 4y

When Scnator O'Mahoneyfih
discussed this in a meeting of th
itdwith

ary-jvited Bo

The FBI Build-Up -

It so happens that my old
ar{ner, Boh All

en, and I werg!

Ao build up the
aps I can report'
biectively on the manner in
‘hich the FBI has become
ore powerful with Congress!
an the Supreme Court. .
The'buildup dates back to
¢ Lindbergh kidnaping- and
e rash of crime that went
it, Homer Cummings,
lorney  General, in.
b Allen and me 1o

gs
e
the
e the crook con-
G-man invincible.:
ver knew he wag

l

. When Elizabeth Bentley, th:

confessed Russian age::

i wanted to make g clean breas
of it, the FBI again got the
credit. We of the press did nnt
publish the fact {hat the FBI a1
first wouldn't see her, for weck-'
refused to believe her story.
When Boston burglars pulied
the Brinks bank robbery on Jan,
17, 1950, one of the biggest in
history, the FBI 1ot SIX years go
‘h,v without catehing them, Then
when District Attorney Garretl
IB. Byrne finally got “the elye
that trapped the robbers, PR
publicity man » Loy Nichot~
rushed out ap announcemet;!
from Hgover taking llgc credit,
| But as.the FBI has expanded
from a handful of agents 1o
13,811 agents and ather o
ployes, it, like any other fasi

PRy A
NOT RECORDED
126 [JUL 16 .357

i

UNRECORDED 0P FLED N

Wash. Post and
Times Herald
ash. News

. Y. Herald

e b gl P A

» . eriain to be Browing organization, has pick N
Committee to ask them if they £d up some phonies, Somjz- o J 1 N
had read Justice Brennan's ithemy have been witnesses ip: » Y. Journale— >
wopinion, ihey admitted they conversation! iMportant cases, such as Iar American e
hadn’t, Yet they were _rush;lng ment of thel vey Matusow, the withness who Y. Mirror %
through a bill to qverride tha dam, then cop.  Committed Derjury in i .
opinian-lgrgely because of the Brooklyn Jencks case which the Suprene . Y. Daily News ______ )
the - FBL . Au._o]rn%y chellia Fagle. latqr editor of the New-  [Court has now thrown out. . Y. Times N
Brownell, °Ve".all°55 °C ”‘ ark News. as public relations | And the mystery is how th ly Worker .
FBI, did not “!’fé‘l lobgoinla‘* cxpert for the FBJ. ' 'FBI has reached the poin aily Worker
25 tar as the FBI lobbyist. o g @ iamm {1 Ereat job for | Iwhere it has more influcnc. [ (NYRETINAN

Thus the question is Inescapipa Fpy It™had been' seversly' | with Congress th an ‘perhap- ew Leader :
able: What is the power of the criticized vin the Harding Ad-'|any agency in Gove.nmen: '

FBI? . How is it able to inﬂuﬁ
ence Congressnien? How ca;
it push a bill through Congresy
in a few dgys where other bills
take weoks or monihs Does

this power reqt on efficiency, or
on feal”

minislr:;lion when jt was ‘un-
der William J - Burns, and

scarcely nHJn the Coo-!
lidge-Haramg minisirations.’

even, regarding & case
the FB! witness was la

lt(‘:‘ con
victed of perjury. ———

Coprright, 1357. by Bell &yndicate, Ir.

wlier
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Office Memotandum

TO :
,Q/ﬁfu :
SUBJECT :

" | Page 5332

Record for

marked for the Director’s

The Director

J. P. Mohr

The Congreasional Record

Senator Russ?b {D) Geor

-

UNITED sm‘xgs GOVERNMENT

DATE: 7__5..5‘ 7

gla, extended his re; K
article entitled~Supre marks to include an
written by Davld"l.’agfw_f}enx;%:o 200 el by oret Witnesses, !

Chronicle of July 1, 1957,

this article was set fo
date. rth in

The reference to the FEI contained

and puhlished in the Augusta (Geor a)
2 memorandum prepared earlier LIEBI

‘ (0 =] 857"
NOT RECORDED
44 JyUL 15 1957

—_#_-ﬁ

In the original of a memorandum captioned anddated as above, the Congresaional

-3 brll was Teviewed and pertinent items were

ttention, This form has been prepared in order that

() vortions of a copy of the orlginal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and

Otiginal filed in: /
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by prIIF yEAGER 7
Ever zitice Chlef Justice Earl
arren wrote the 8-to-0 school
tegration opinion in 1954 there

a8 been s tendency to credit him -

W e AT

with & great and growing in--

flu on the other ju.st.ices of
, the upreme Court. .

& Wake of the recent sem- '

o! controversial clvil rights and
security decisions in which the
Chief Justice sided with the
- majority, there has been frequent

. reference to the #Warren Court.”

In fact, one prominent national - 'to say

publication last week nsserted
that the court has pow “made

sharnly slear how muech it has '

et i

_come to reflect its Chlet Justice's

views.”

. Court history and among lawyers
' mequainted with present members
‘of the court, statements such as
the foregoing are taken with a
ln.rge grain of salt. :

Mr. Warren, by ‘virtue of his
office. ability, industry and per-
sonality doubtless has influence
with hiz fellow justices. But to
suggest that he could succeed at
creating a tame court acquiescent
t0 his views—even if that were
hiz aim-—is to lapse Into fantasy.
At least, most experienced la.wym
"seem to think it {s.

" Here {s an observation by one
.well qualified to comment:

Justices, az men of mature vears
and wide experience, undoubtedly
-have thelr convictions, political

and economic, and their views of
the nature and purpose of our

Lt

} Among st{:dents of Supreme"

L]

‘Government; but they (are)} not
‘the instruments of political ma-

ipulation or tools of power., One '
nnot study their lives and deci-

ons without confidencs in their

erity and Independengs.” . - .

X TR »u‘l-.-hﬂ B o

lcct.urlng BOme years no
 Jumbia University. Chilef 31.|uu
Hughes, widely regarded as one
the three or four best
Justices in Ameﬂcan
weni on to say:. .

. *In & tmall hody of shle men .
- with equal ,authority in making .’

" decisfons, it {s evident that (the

Chief Just.lce's) actual influence.

will depend upon the strength of |
his character and the demonstra-,
tion of his ability in the intimgte
relations of the judges. Iy is safe

that no member of the
court ia under any lusion as to
the mental equipment of his

" brethren, Constant and closs’

association discloses the strength '
weakness of

‘and exposes t.he
e“h” . _. . - s

Doubts Dommnhon . ;5‘511 o

In essence, Chief Justice Huxhel
was driving home the point that,
most Bupreme Court justices are
‘to0  experienced, knowledgeable
undﬂrmt«obelntel]ectmlly pushed
sround by other coutt members,
They may be persuaded by supe-,

Lrior legal ressoning, but seldom_ '|

i ever, do they merely “reflect”
the views,. of some domina.nt
member, -

Inﬂuenee can be exerted bv any
member of thé court. Associate,

-mr‘?

, historg.”,

-3
b

4

\

-justices such as Joseph Story

»ud Benjamin Curtis probably-..
had as much influence within the
court as any Chief Justice. Con-,.
versely, such able Chilef Justices. :
2z Salmon P, Chase, Morrison -
*Waite and Melville er, ac-

snrdivme fa A= Yol oo u_-.l.__.l

cording W Mi. Hughes, gaiurva

-

nothing by their heagship of t.ha%

court over such men sz Samuel
Miller,
Bradiey, Hom:e Gray and Davl
Brewerxrg ThoDaien e

- Chief J‘ustroe Hushel felt th

N mt wu Chlrlumnu;hu m;t.er assbeinte justices ‘ron
e i il e i L M‘.L...ﬁ.b:]‘ : w

-

Gé ﬁ/ /%'57
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Stepben Pield, Joseph <
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- justices (excluding present mem-.

Brandeis and Jackson. -

.
v,

¢

{

T'*"'"“'"'?qu.akuvﬂm~nmf ~-ﬂ1+r—-,,, e Lt

| s Me! ol achisvement ‘in thelr some added power on ﬂ: ER.
“Judicial work second only bo that
. of Marshall”

Here's how it works: e
. The court meets on Frldnyl to
In modern times many consider . discuss cases on which it is ready
some of the most .influentinl to decide, The Chief Justice pre=~ .
senta each case and says whai-.
bers) to have been associates— ever he has to say about i6. Then
such men as Justices Holmes, the senior associate justice takes |
- ovef, and 80 on dowp the line -to.
Does Earl Warren belong. In  the most junlor justice. Appars:
this select category of internally . ently the discussion may become
infiyential justices? The compleie more or less general at any point, .
ltae&a is known ouly to- the court but each justice in turn has an-

Howeva. no member o! the
current court at the time of his.
appolntment had 3 more remote
legal background than Mr. War-
ren. So far as legal scholarship
is concerned the Chief Justice has
~yet to receive wide acclaim frotn
his profession. In fact, law-
yers have taken Mr. Warren
to task for his “social” approach
to the law, and even lay critics’
have referred to his “emotional
opinion” nn the recent Wa.t.kins

Moreover. t.he acknowledxed
learning, skill and temperament
of such “old hands” on the Court

- a5 Justices Black, Frankfurter and’
Douglas, plus the broader legal
and judicial training of the more
recently appointed Justices Hare
"lan, Brennan and Whittaker,
makes the propriety of the “War.:
_ren” label appear even dimmer. -

Who Does Influencing? .

Bome lawyers, in fact, suzsest
what they think is & greater

" of his position doubtless stems

probability—that the Chiet Jua-
uce, and occasionally some of
' the newer court members, may

Douglas lberal coamp, In thia”
]vlew. the alleged Influence is°
. flowing not from Mr Wa.rren.
"dut o him. .

‘It in true that ndmlnutrativo

‘gfmm gives the Chief Justice

j have been taken Into the Black- -

opportunity to air hix views.. )
. When the discussion is eon—.
cluded the court votes, beginning
with the junior justice and back °
up the line, ending with t.he Chiet
Justice, . .- ¥ §
If the chief justlt:e is & member
o the majority, he tecides who .
shall write the opinion. He may,
assign it to himself or to the jus-
tice of his choice. If the Chief’
Justice is a member of the mi-
nority, the senlor associate justice
in the majority group assigns the -
‘writing of the opinton. - - %t

Any minority member who de< !
sires may write. s dissenting .
opinion. And any member of the
majority who agrees with the re~
[ ault of the decision but who ar- |
rives at his conclusions by a aif-
ferent route may write a concur--
ring opinicn, ’
-~ The greatest m.ﬂuence a_.eem :
ing vo the ef Justice because
from his suthority to assign the
writing of opinions. In law, this
can make & lot of difference, The
reasoning behind a decision may |
be as crucial to future cases as the |
specific holding or result, -

Mr., Warren, it will be noted.i
has assigned himself the writing 1
of some of the most difficult and
Iar-resching recent opinions. Stil, -
this must be considered a pretty’
_fraglle reason to tag the predent
court with s "Wmen"-hh_l-—-

e T




Washington Correspondent

of the Post-Dispatch,
WA%I’!INGT%]__V llma_.Se_, en-
ator omas Ce#Ennings Jr.
Drm.), M Al today

y - that recent declsions by the
{ Supreme Court have demon-
' strated that the court “Is mere-
ly  continuing- in its historie
role™ of defending individual
freedoms, ™ ¢ - . o
1t i3 not the court that should
be criticized, Henningy said, but
rather “the unconstitutional and
unlawful procedures which
have been permiited to develop

Y w #P
in thls country In recent years.

He sald the court was “striking
down” some of these practices.
Hennings, chajirmen of the
ISenate Constitutional Rights
Committee, predicted that
i“from the standpoint of civil
liberties and consiitutionai
1 rights, foture histgrians will
 rate the past term of the Su-
preme Court one of the most
significant in the middle of th
twentieth century.” . :

' Court Under Afiack.

His defense of the court came
at a time when it has been
under attack for its deeisions in
1the Jencks and Watkins cases
,and others, .

i Hennings, considered one of
, the Serate’s leading authorities
yor the Constitution, strongly as-
safled various proposals that

t ".':' . o
L ny 242088 pEky
{

i L

1

e

fl.ng the court's powers” . -

; __Noling that Attorney General

Herbert Brownell Jr. bas said
_the declsion in the Jencks case
{ created *a grave emergeniy in
law enforcement,” Hennings
- declared: ' .

“What geems to be ovéi-luoke:l ]

or fgnored by most of the court's
detractors is that {f the prac-'
tices or procedures of the Gov-
| | ernment, examined by the court
In recent cases, had been tail-
ored in the first place to Ht
t?ittz {lequktimenwzl t!ut g:n- i
stitution, they no vi'g
been giruck downby the court, |
na

and grave: ethergency fu

orcemetl™ would - now .
pa s Youd. 2o

. me

= —_
= et
- [+ 54
=
=

60 AU6

I Tebm an apsraiion kad plan

:have been advanced for limit-|'

face the natj . =1
l \ "Intﬁher :r;rd:. it i: not the

E;::mncn. It is the unconsti-:

utional and unlawful proced-'
es which have been permit.’

ted 1o develop in thix counfry
in recent years that shouid be:
criticlzed, - ..o v . o :

.. "During . the -~ past ~ several
decades—and particularly .with
the Impetus of the grave threit]
of Communism during the past
10 years—this nation hasadopt-
ed a nomber of . practices
deemed necessary for the na-
tional gecurity, but which would
have shocked our forefathers, .
, “Many of these are
esied now for the first time
efore the courts and are be-
g found In violation of rig
ua.r:nteed ‘by the Consti

ennings, who iz recoveriflg

Ca =l mealda, dinl: QNS0

t4i make his defense of the court
the form of a Senate speech
today. The text of his remarks
was released by his office.
iscussing some of the recent
Supreme Court. rulings, Hen-

nings eaid: “Without excepticn,

he decisions that have aroused
most outspoken criticism
ave been those dealing with
¢ basle rights of the indiv-
dusl. ™, - ) ‘
L . The Jencks Case.. .
- *“The declsfon in the Jencks
case, for example, where the
urt hald that the defendant
as entitled to see any state-
enis made to the FBiyhy the
esses under the time-hon-

red Sixth Amendment right
'bof an atcused “to be confronted’
hwi:lnt ']3. the witnesses sgainst

et A A - -

“The declsion In the Mallory -
cuse, in which the court threw

at - the - confesslon obtiaine
‘Tom_ the defendant while h

Ku being detalned by the

e

§ce for an unreasonable lengtf |
| time prior fo armaignmert, |
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tle(.!y u.].tlmat‘e 1y

right of sn indjvidual not to be
compelled to .be a witness
against himself, .

“The Watkins case, wherein
the court held that Wltklnl had
improperly been convicted of
contempt of Congress, dealt
with the due process clause of
the Fifth Amendment and the
individual's rights under that
clause,

“The Smith and Tovert cases,
In which the court reversed the
court-martial convictions of two
woemen for killing thefr hus-
bands while they were in mili-
|| tary service overseas, involved
the right of civilians to be tried
by civilian courts and not by
courts-martlal, in the absence
of a declaration of martial law.

. West Coast Cases. -

“The” so-called “West-Coastly
Communist cises’ where the
court ordered the acquittal o
ive defendants and granted
mew trial to nine others afte;
‘enalyzing and applying

e

th
1 ‘ijt_h Act to the facts of th“_[ s Congress, will have to alter

histou of the long-established | of the free speech guarantees of

4 cases, were decided Mti

the First Amendment.” =

Hehnings sald the declsions
“In_all of these cases seém to
‘supported by the law and
e facts, and 10 be within the’
ramework of the rights and
rotections set hrth ln qur
Constitution.” ' - -
Adverse comment on the re-
.| cent Supreme Court’ decisions
had “ranged from carefully res.’
soned criticlamé of what the
court has done and sald to ma-.
licious villfication of the Jus-°
tices . ‘Lhemse.lves, Hennlnﬂ
continyged. -
He 2a1d. the cocrt hnd been
ceused “of serlously interf
ing with the work of our i

urfty forces, Includin
e, the BY and the 'mgl.te

nd “of attempting to re-em
e powers of Corfgress " Pt

Hennings asserte ho'ez
at although the Flgi and ot
nforcement agencles, agx well

me of thelr procedures

ll:']:s d&gree '; it was the p .
emselves that

ult, not the court. we?. t

—— e,
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Ph"ﬂinck and Wyman Score

TR
e Al

Coun‘ Vtews on Red lssue

By DAN CORCORAN
| WENTWORTH-BY - THE -
SEA—Former FBI counter-
spy Herber{ FPhilbrick of

Rye last ,night gave hisjce

wholehearted - endorsement
to charges by New Hamp-
shire Atty. Gen. Louls C.
Wyman, that the latest de-
cisions of the U. 8. Supreme
Court are hamstringing gov-
erniment agencies in their ef-
forts to smash the Commu-
nist conspiracy in ihls coun-
fl'Y. ‘ . o
“R is impossible for me
.to  understand,” Philbrick
“asserted, “how the Supreme
Court could come to believe
that although the Commu-
nist teach. viclence, the

really don't mean it, i

{ “In all of my nine year

blnslde the Communist party
.and having atlended hun-
‘dreds of Communist cell
'meettng‘s, I can testify that
when a Commie talks about
;the overthrow of the United
States government, he is not
.kidding. He means. every
‘word of it.””

} Attorney General Wyman
,refusing to he silencead by
'the *‘gag” rule adopted by
the New Hampshire Bar as-
sociation jJust over a week
,ag0, also spoke and again
'decried the play on words in
(the recent Supreme Court
decisions, declaring, “It s
& traged;—d...the highest

order that at thif time in
e et

in America.” - - !

“Communism is still can.
er,’” Wyman declared. **No
matter how strong some
may belleve we are, neither
we nor the world have yet
found a cure. The mere ask-
ing of pertinent questions
under a compulsory process
in an effort to keep abreast
of subvers{ve activitles is
Justifiable procedure dn the
face of a sweep of subver-
slon that has engulfed or
undermined country after
country.” |

“This 15 not to' deny the
avallabllity of the Fifth
Amendment,” the attorney,
general contlnued “but be-
yond the Fifth Amendment
there should be no First
Amendment rights to refuse
to give pertinent informa-
tion to & congressional or
state commiitee charged

with the responsibility of
ancang out whether there!

:

'_ hismi'y thé door should be are persons about who con-
opened wide 1o Communists|spire to destroy our govern-

ment and our freedom.”

Both Philbrick and Wy-|

an spoke at the “Sounding
ocard” program sponsored
y the hotel for its gun
hilbrick  was originjny
cheduled as the only speak-’
er.
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‘ The U. 8. Suprema Cqurt has dealt anoth-
er staggering blow to law enforcement,

"I him free, on technical grounds for which our
d highest tribunal i becomlng‘infamou:r
The case involved an Innocent woman who

>0 W ished I Washington, D. C. Her assallant

=4 freely admitted the erime, signed a confession
and was sentenced fo death after a jury
trial in the national capitol three years ago.
g In reversing this conviction, the Court held

: l.le condemned man's confession, *‘invalid”,
- g that for police to hold and question

seven and one-half hours before he was

%&Hy arraigned was a violation of federal
law providing that a suspect’s right must
be explained at an-mgnment "wnt.hout unne-
cessary delay.”

As 15 beouming customary in rape tases,
the Court showed a scrupulous regard for
he criminal's rights but no concern what.
oever for the rights of his innocent victim.

verdict serves fo confirm a growing
ulplcim that it iy virtually impossible

tof sustain the conviction of a rapist or a

befors the present tribunal,
ash]ngton Police Chief Robert V, Mur-
quoted s sayl.nz the Supre Court

pr
) Pohce Efforts Tn Our Nation

dedsion In thig ciu “tiey the Lands of tlu‘

police department and renders it nlmat‘

ithmush jts receat decision which reversed totally ineffoctive, The ruling has throws al) -ﬂ!

*t]the death sentence of a Negro rapist and set .

was waylaid, beaten, chocked and then rav- § suspected criminal after they arrest him, -

RO R R

eals A Big Blow*

law enfarcement oﬁicull Into a qmdm
HManyfearthlsunanimouaverdlctteIllpo-_
lice, In effect, that they cannot question &

4 U. 5. Attorney General Warren Olney h
known to believe that the ruling will have its
most serious Impact on gangster eri
where hardened professionals will take
advantage of it. Another obvious and gr

er danger is that the decision will be

open incitement to rape by degenerstes
throughout the entirs land, secure in the
knowledge that a sympathetic Court is ap-
parently ready and even anxlous to abet this
hideous offense,”

The nation has been rightly disturbed at the
recurring speciacle of convicted Commumstl
being freed by its Supreme Court on hah'-,
eplitting technicalities, Americans are furth.!
er disturbed at the sight of a self-confessed’
rapist swaggering off to completa freedom,
perhaps to ravish new victims, as a result
{ warped judicial reasoning. The Court'sy

ion in this latest case has served to
h & terrifying precedent in faver of b
iminals and against law ‘e:ifox;cement. N

|
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W}uIe t.hcre isa mde dxfference of opunon is 3]

 the significance, of a eeries of recent high court (ih-:i

" cisions, there is one point on which there is com yplete "
agreement: they .show & discernible trend. "This

-&-’

trend points definitely to & judicial convern- about +

:
- preserving the basic tenets of the Bill of Righti. < - 3
¥ The judiciary is declaring forcefully that if tlle
g civil’ rights of any individua! age denied, the eivil
;  rights of every individual are in jeopardy. It is'a A
wider application ‘of the logic of Lincoln when hé: $
i declu'ed that so long a« one human l»qng win held*s
:I in llavery, the frcedom of every man was in danger. i
s : e .* R B *, "\‘q_‘-:‘“-r e ;”
. There il another factor in t'hese decnmm tlut ig s
& becommg crystal clear: they do tiot Tepresent ‘the ¥
i, view of any party or of leaders with a peculiar aocnl
~or economic hias. This is indicated by the nesx”
!‘ unanumty of oplmon afhong the Judﬁu. ST
- - Forinstance, in the reversyl of the cases of four. -
L teen men conncted in Cnhforma under. the Snmb.
nct,‘ﬁ‘my Mr. Justice Clark of the aupreme t..ourL 2
l dissented. ngh winded men of liberal views, mod- Q
1 | erate views and consérvative v:ews, agreed in"opia- ; “"
’E _ ions that will be far reaclung in' thelr impact oﬁ '

, maintaining Americap-ibsitutiong G

’:nrmu; -.£

m
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.-—-"f‘lm tma'nmuty y of qumuﬂ"u is shown evemrr
I‘ clearly in the decision of the United States Coyrt of .
Appeala in Wuhmgton. All nine judges. ‘enited ‘in’
; seiting aside orders directing four witnessés, three of
. them from Haweii, to appear 1 before the Senate Ina
t U ternal Secunty Subcommittee to testi & SOTIREAE ‘j
{. . Itis doubtful whether eighteén men' gould hc
“found in America who are more fair minded, or more -
devoted 10 the welfare of the Unjon than the nine f{
members of the Supreme Court and of the,Court of »;
" | Appeals. They are not the dupes of any group from "‘
_ “ either thé right of the left. They would? the last 73

to bow to the will of any individual or ‘cljque. They f} -
sre guided by their knowledge of the.law and moti- J} -
vated only by their oath to uphold t{u Comutuuon ,

. ; T O S T
.., ok the Usited States. -,z;;.d-.}a;_.:-; AT 0 ﬁ%
Above all else, these ]udgel are not Jl:oncbr

f about specific individuals — they are. concerned . ¥
b -~ about prmc:plel that are related to al} mrhvlduufn‘ “
[

l

1o the “all men” of the Declaration. W i

' Stubbornness and prc]udlce have ng place in !heu', %
reasoning. The Constitution is thelr guide. And it is. 3
the Constitution by which we muist live. It giiards ouf
liberties against all extremes. leerty, to be ef!ecnve,
must be guided by law, and law is destroyed by tyr
anny from either the right or the left:: .

. - So long as the Courts function on thexr present

F- basu, Amenean mst:tuhonl wﬂl bc securo. L e
4 s q "y éql l_:ol:\, - .{

l"
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. than vbey thewn fokr years would serve as a stabilizing in-

b its files for lawyers of defendants t» fOuence to cause the court, instead of seek-
ti:ndﬂ and pillage as they see fit the FBI P lo usurp the prerogatives of li“"‘g"“

the Department of Justice has dl',op ped to legislate, to try to follow the intent of ’

el Cungress in mterpre the !awl enacted !

;g several parcotic prosecutions, and other by* Congress. . tng :

eriminal cases, rather than open’its files, Instead of piddling around w1th the atro-
The Eastland committee has already start- 'cmus civil rights bill Congreas would show

v
#d work on legisiation to siap down this de- good common sense if it devoted the re-
-] eisiqn and permit the FBI to decline to opes { mainder of thiy session to putting the

,%M
0 5 TV
I #ts Seeret files, And the Mississippi senator H preme Court in its proper place by

| beliges that adoption of his amendment to §f ment of statutes that will check Hs rothlfas g /
+¥ reqire re-copfirmation of justices every ¥ uswrpation of power it should never poasdis, -
: . ]

L]
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— A Common Task *-%
It 15 good to see that friends of the Supreme '
Court are speaking up strongly in answer to the

e e Bo.

. headlong denunciation which followed In the

L)

v

I,

{'} cases, had been tailored in the first place .

i
i

i

en
L‘ and unlawful procedures which have been

i threat of Communism during the past 10

*

N

, Clarity. Missourl’s senfor Senator said: ~

wake of the aeries of decisions upholding the;
Bill of Rig month, - - - Lo L

, a8 chairman of the Senate
Constituttonal Rights subcommittee, had a par
teular obligation to come to the judiclary's de-!
fense and he did it with words of unmistakable

What seems to be overlooked or ignored; |
by most of the court’s detractors is that if
,the practices or procedures of the Govern-
ment, examined by the court in recent -

to fit the requirements of the Constitution,
they would not have been struck down by .
the court, and no ‘grave emergency in law -
enforcement’ would now face th tion,
In other words, it is not theSuprems -
Court that should be criticized inthe pres
umstances. It is the unconstitutional

permitted to develop in this country in re- .
cent years that should be criticlzed.
During the past several decades—and par-

ticularly with the fmpetus of the grave

vearg—this nation hae adnptad s numhar af

LA RS L3 B 4} MMLUVPAEAL W AN T WA
practices deemed necessary for the national
security, but which would have shocked our 7
forefathers, B . ’ .
_ Many of these are being tested now for -
the first time before the courts and are
being found in violation of rights guaran- .-+
teed by the Constitution, = - R

. In Fort Worth, & Houston lawyer, Geqlis"Xleme
-~ Eddy stood up to challenge the basis of a reso-
* Iution of the Texas Bar which criticized the

group of decislons. Mr. Eddy put the main fssue *

. to his assoclates in the
Ylows: . :

fegal profesaion as fol- -

The historic decisions of recent weeks do -
nothing more or leds than resffirm the Con-
stitution and the BIll of Rights as the su- .5
preme jaw of the land. Why these decisions . -
should induce hysteria In any segment of '3
the population—much less
yers—beats me, . :

If the persons or forces now vapping at- x 1
the Court for returning to fundameatsl .
American precepts want to put the matter §
to a test let them have the courage of thelr .

ctions and sponsor an amendment to v

ine vongiitution repealing the Hiil of e e
g e Rk el SRR VY S g intiny 1

e

-~
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This is not to say that the law enforcing agencies *
problems. They have the(rtiffieuls
ties not to say thelr frustrations. They are :
charged with applying the law, with obtaining
the Indictment of viclators and with bringing
them to trial on the findings of the grand jury.
The law agencies represent the people and their
work deserves sympathy and undersianding.
i wholly reasonable that the Department of
p Justice, for example, wants to make sure that
. its files are not subjected to tishing expeditions
on the part of defense counsel. At the same
time there iz no reason whatéver to belleve that
Justice Brennan, who read the decision In the
Jencks case, and his colleagues have any inten.
tion that FBI records be opened up recklessly.
In the final analysis, there 18 no reason why
the best interests of the law enforeing agencles
and the constitutional guarantees of the Bill of
Rights cannot be brought together. That which
benefits one in the long run benefits the other.
If the recent Supreme Court decisions reveal
r any serious legal loopholes 1ét them be plugged
by Congréss in the interests of the necessary
work of the Departm¢nt of Justice and related.
agencles, In the same spirit, let the law en’
forcing authorities ‘study the Supreme Court
decisions with the gympathy and undermndml
which they ask for themselves. - i ]
Wild charges that the Supreme Court Is ut— o
ting itself up as a judiclal dictator are fantastie
on thelr fpce, Ief Justioe Warren and
cq_lleaguesff:r d:ﬁ ‘i orc than dischnlil:l‘i
' ir duty as the supreme sppliers of our law-§ *
that makes them guardians of the ifbert]
N d freedoms which we all enjoy. ..
W ———— e
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L

THE BRIGHT YOUNG MEN
BEHIND THE BENCH

- Here, for the first time, is the story of the
18 young men who make up the “second
" team” on the U.S. Supreme Court.
-—~~These Government employes are called
“law clerks.”” Some critics of the Court contend
-that the nine Justices rely too much on the oid
- of their clerks in reaching decisions.

~

¥ .

i [
Working with the Supreme Court of

the United States are 18 young men.
These men are described as “Law clerks”
1 and are chosen by the Justices as their
¢ personal aides.
" The role played by law clerks in
administering justice in this country long
has been a subject of comment. Reported

-« fucts about that role, however, are few.

This group of Government emploves

- shows little willingness to discuss the

work that they do or even to throw light
on their own backgrounds.

All this has given rise to reports in
officiul circles in Washington that some-
times these law clerks exercise an influ-
ence upon the Justices that is reflected
in the opinions handed down by
the Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court today is very
much in the  news. The Court’s
members have been widely criti-
cized for moving into ficlds onuce
regarded as reserved for the Con-
gress and for the exceutive branch
of Government. In a period when
the Supreme Court is asserting jts
power in i way seldom experi-
enced in the country’s history, all
facts about the Court take on spu-
cial importance,

Who's on “second team* The
American people are acyuainted
with the public lives of the Chicf
Justice and the eight Associate
Justices of the Court. Thev aie not
well informed about the 1h vering
men who bandle much of the de-
tailed work of the Court.

Of the Justices on the Court.
seven have two Taw clerhs each.
Associate Justice William O, Doug-
las has one law clerk. Chicl Justice
Fart Warren employs three law
clerks. That makes a total of 15,

U. 5. NEWS & wWORLD REPORT, July 12, 1957

-

These young men are chosen by each
Justice from among graduates of leading
laiw schools, usually upon reconmenda-
tion of the deans. They serve, as a mile,
tor ‘one year. Their pay ranges from
$5.500 to $6,500 a year and is drawn
from tax revenue. The clerks are Gov-
ernment employes but, unlibe most other
- Government workers, are not subject to

}ll' L1511 AN ity or l(]\'&lh\' Clivehs.

{ the 18 law clerks m the Supreme
Court, T2 Tave Deen admittegd to the

bar. Thelr T eTage age is 27, Nine of

wm come from citics and towns in
the East. Five come from the Middle
West, three from West Coast States,
-one from the South.

- USNAWK I'hota
WHERE LEGAL PRECEDENT IS ANNOUNCED

. .. the chamber of the Supreme Court

Who are these 18 young men? What are
their backgrounds? How are they chosen? Are
they experienced lawyers?

- These are some of the questions that arise &
‘when recent Court opinions are studied.

Facts about these law clerks and the work

they perform ore reported in this orticle.

' arvard Law School, hing the major
souree ol law clerhS i the ustices,

srovided wiv for the Court term just end-
my. 1hreg received their Tegal "educa-
tion at Yale Law School and two at the
Jaw schoT of The Tarvatsity uansvl
vanin. Seven others are graduates of law
schools ranging from New York Univer-
sity, in the Easl, to the University of Cal-
dfornia at Los Angeles.

Details em the buckgrounds of these
18 youug men are given beneath their
photographs on these pages.

Alonmni of the brigade of Supreme
Court law clerks include some names
well known to the public. Among them
are Decan Acheson, Scorctary of State
in the Cabinct of President Harry
Truman, who served under Justice
Louis Biandeis; James M. Landis,
whao held several important posts
in - Democratic Administrations:
Francis  Biddle, a former U.S.
Attorney Ceneral and Alzer Hiss,
who TabeT_was _sonf To prison_as
_Aapegurer. -

It is in deciding whether or not
to accept a case for argument and
in preparing opinions in cases that
are heard that the Justices look fo
liclp fram their yvouug aides Mems-
oranda provided by the clerks, re-
ports sav, sometimes tar up in ime-
prortant deciswons of the Court. This
has rused the question of whether
the clerks, i eflect, serve as “ghost
writers” for the Justices.

A firsthand account of how the
law elerks are chosen and the dutics
they perform comes from former
Justice Sherman Miaton, who re-
tiredd from the Court Lt year at
the age of G6.

The Liw clerks “are selected in-
dividually by each Justice from

45
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among |the top students of [law schools
around |the country,” Justice [Minton said
in answer to questions. afways chose

ane

from my own university, Indiana.

After that, T shipped arour d—Harvard,

Yale,
As

do, the [retired Justice rephel

“A
they
oriri
court
them

Chicagn, Northwestern.
hedh exactly what worll the elerks

s bar as my own werd concerned,
prepared moemoranda gn all certi-
[a|writ calling up records of a lower
I On upinions, they would correct
as to the facts and they would

Q mnahe sulgpestions on the Law With respect
to opimipns, If T apreed with them, the

opinion [woukl be rewritten.”
v Iid ¢

tions,

phy a Yst of pertinent decisi

hey draw up memoranda, cita-
srecedents, ¢te., or merely sup-
157 was

another [question put to Justice Minton.

His reply:

“They prepare memoranda) on what is
in the pertiorari and what| the lower

court

had  decided and fecommend

whether|we should take the chse. As vou

. -~ . . .
know, the Supreme Court is kelective in

5

their

~ F rewritten|.

chousing cases to hear.”
" Asked| if his clerks _z.__:.N.L.: any way

in dralling opinions, Justice Minton re-
vealed: )

'

* - -

‘ In my case, after an opinion was
I

|

their critic

written [ submitted it to the boys for

conunents and eriticisms, And §f

ns were valid the gpinion was

A lornjer leader in the fedesid judiciary
huas compiented that his law lerks pre-

pared

memoranda “listing the pertinent

references for me to check on. That's what
the cleikfs job is supposed to be—doing
the routine spadework, so the Justice

won't

himself.”

haye to look up every| Last thing

What you find in a close look at the
Supreme | Court s that, instelid of the
popular picture of nine men uptholding or
changing [the laws of the coulitry, there
are 18 others who participate mlore or less

decisic

ment

! the Su

agyres

judiciary has this to say:
: “Many [lawvers feel that law| clerks in

actively in paving the way for|important

nms.

~ One former high official of tHe Coverne

with experience in the federal

preme Court and other UL S, courts

are too iffluential in preparing sume of
the opinigns handed down.”
' This official adds: If a judge “is not

3

sivel or very able, if helis a very

busy or Lzy man. his clerk cah be very

~ influential

TTTYIOY
to sch
Colum
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make

able L

—— e ]

1as Been the custom of sofne judges

ot gheir clerks from Hjirvard or
bia| These clerks are Ygquhg men
avelserved on lw journls, Theyv

strigng-minded  and - eapeedingly
w plerks, They are usulally kept

one or twio vears and there hhve been

(Qontinued on page 48
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ILLIAM B ALLEN, 30
Chie! Justize Warren
Home: Palo Aito, Caiil.
College: Stanford Unjy.

Law schoal: Stanford

Not a member of bar

JERCME A. COREN, 26
Clerk for: Justice Frankfurter
Home: Linden, W.J.

College] Yate Univ.

Law schpal: Yale

Member|of bar in Conn. and D.C.

m...m... .ﬁ ;

RAUL M. BATOR, 28
Clerk for[ Justice Harlan
Home: New York City
College: Princeton Univ.
Law schopl: Haryapg

Not a mepber of har
s

Py
S T

MARTIN F, RICHMAN, 27
Cierk for: Chief Justice Warren
Home: White Plains, N.Y.
College: St Lawrence Univ,
Law scheol: Harvard
Not 2 member of Bar

WILLIAM COHEN, 24
Clerk for: Justice Pouglas
Home: Los Angeles, Calif.
College: UCLA
Law school: UCLA
Naot a member af b

NORBERT A. SCHLE), 28
Clerk for: Justice Harlan
Home: Dayton, Ohio
College: Ohio State {Univ. )
Law schaol: Yale
Member of bar in Ohje
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CURTIS R. REITZ, 27 ROBERT BIiRARD, 24 “GIOREE C. FREEMAN, IR, 27 " ANOREW KAUFMAN, 26
Clerk for: Chief Justice Warren - Clerk for: Justice Black Clerk for: Justice Black - Clerk for. Jwstice Frankturter
Home: Reading, Pa. Home: Winthrop, Wash. Home: Birmingham, Ala, Home: West Orange, N1,
College: Univ. ot Pa. .~ College: Univ. of Wash. Coflege: Yale Univ. College: Harvard Univ.
Law schoet: Univ. of Pa. - Law school: Harvard Law schoot: Yale Law school: Narvand
Member of bar in Pennsylvania = Mot 2 membe7 o Dar_ Member of darin Alabama - Member of bar i K T and D.C.
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~DAYID E. WAGONER, 29 ROGER CRAMTON, 28 HARRY L. HOBSON, 28 JOHN JACDB CROWN, 27 f
Clesk for: fustice Burton Clerk for: bustice Burton Clerk for: lustice Clark Clerk for; Justice Clark ;
Home: Spring City, Pa, Home: St. Johnshury, ¥t. Home: Wichita, Kans. Home: Evanston, il
College: Yale Univ. Coflege: Harvard Univ. College: Univ. of Wichita College: Stantord Univ. .
Law school: Univ, of Pa. Law school: Univ. of Chicage Law school; New York Uniy. Law school: Northwesters Univ. '

Member of bar in Pa. and D.C. Member of bar in Yermont Member of bar in Kansas Member of bar in Ilfincis :

K

S .
RICKARD §. RHODES. 26 CLYDE SZUCH, 26 MAKLEY 0. HUDSON, 25 ALAN XOHN 25
€Clesk for: Justice Brennan Clerk for: Justice Brennan Cletk for: Justice Whiltaker Clerk for: Justice Whittaker :
Home: Michigan City, Ind. Home: Newark, X. . Home: Cambridge, Mass. Home: §t. Louis, Mo. ‘
.. Gotlege: Indiana Univ. Coliege; Rutgers Univ. .. CoMlege: Harvard Univ, College: Wash. Univ. (St. Louis)
Law schoo!: Indiana Law school: Harvarg Law schoot: Harvard | Law schaol: Washington Univ,
Member of bar in Ind. and LI, Member of bar in New Jersey Not a member of bar Member of bar in Missoun
B LA -* « . o LI
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cunes  BRIGHT YOUNG MEN BEHIND THE BENCH
some outstanding fellows who  have eartlier had senved as secretary to Justice §ideas originated with me, but they be.

served as Liw ¢lerka,

“Hothe judge is o man of strong nind
and cunvictions, Le will I exereising
his own convictions i WHUDE Opinions,
However, the reverse can be trge,

“There is a well-Fornmnded belief among
lawyvers that some judges rely heavily an
their clotks, And  the clerks are i a
position to direct the judges” attention to
certain views and conclusions that may
show up in their opinions.”

The opposite view. A few present
and former law clerks willing to comment
on their role in the work of the Supeme
Court deny that, i their cases, they
wickled any unorthodox  influence aver
the Justices or participated in (he writing
of any opinians. Thev contend that, in
their experience, the clerks have subordi-
nate roles.,

One law clerk, who has just completed
a year'’s “upprenticeship™ with the Court,
has explained how a Justice and Nis two
clerks team up to review cases, concuct
legal searches and write memoranda lead-
ing ta an opinion.

“Genenally,” this clerk savs, “the clerks
write memoranda that lay the grouned-
work for the opinion of the Justice in cases
decided by the Court, Sometimes, their
boss takes a view contrary to those pre-
sented by the cleds, and then they are
told to continue their research and wrile
more memoranda. It is a three-man propo-
sition, with the two clerks worl ing closely
with the Justice in preparing his opinion.”

This clerk says he and his colleagmies
value their opportunity  highly,  cven
though the work is hard, It was not un-
usual this past Court term, he reports, for
the clerks to work six days and four or
Bve nights a weck in the Justice’s office,

The biography, “Harlun Fiske Stone:
Pillar of the Law.” by Alpheus Thomas
Mason, published by the Viking Press,
sheds some light on the role of law clerks
and the possibility that sometimes Justices
employ “ghost *writers”  in preparing
opinions. '

“Lam a good deal troubled.” he book
quotes former Chief Justice Stone as
saving v a note to another Justice, “hy the
dissenting opinion which Justice {Hugo
L.} Black has just circulated jn the Tndi-
antpolis Water Lompany case. He states
a good deal which connsel didd not take
the trouble to present. ., . { see in Justice
Blick's dissent the handiwork of someone
other than the nominal author.”

A footnote to this paragraph refers to
“Washington rumor” that Thomas Cor-
corun, a key figure i) the New Deual Ad.
ministration  of President Franklin D,
Roosevelt, was the “ehost.” Mr. Corcoran

48

Oliver Wendell Holines,

Me Mason also wiites in cinother foot-
rote in his book that “much credit for
the Gerlardt opinioe belongs to Stone's
law clerh, Lonis Lusky, whose 32-page
memorandun sharpened  the tencts of
the Metealf opinion. .. " The anthor adds
\ that Mr. Lusky wrote to him, i 1932.

“Furthermore, I have btle dewia that
Instice Stone very often was unconscious,
at the tine he sct an idea on paper, that
he had taken it fiom someone else. He
had made the idea his own by adopting
§it. and it just didu't seem important o
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ENTRANCE TO THE SUPREME COURT
Inside, what part do the law clerks play?

him that someone else had thought of it
first.”

The biography also states: *The first
draft of the second and third paragraphs
of this historic note {foutnote 4 to Justice
Stone’s opinion in the case of United
Stutes v, Carolene Praducts Company)
was written by Stone’s law clerk, Louis
{ Luskv. Stone adopted it almost  as
vdrafted, Lusky has recalled, “simply toning

Ydown a couple of overemphatic words””

In a footuote to this paragraph, Mr,
Mason savs:

“It was not unusual for Stone to allowy
his lav dlerks to use footnotes as tria)
balloons for meritorious ideas. ‘I have

Palwivs been very proud of these con-
Pributions,” Lusky wrote, ‘They are my
yeontiibutions only in g lmited sense. The

came important only because the Justice
adopted them as his owr, It would be 4
great mistake indeed to suppose that any
Low dlerk ever got anvthing o the Juy.
tice’s opinions which he didi’t want there
himself. He could not Le prshied or pey-

Jsoaded against his own judigment ™

A comment on security. luterest in
the work ol the Tiw dorks T the Supieme
Court and other U S, courts alsy has
been aroused by a section of the report
issted recertly by the Commission on
Governmoent Sl-('uritmmm'm-
ploves of The Judicial branch of Govern-
ment, the report said, in part:

“Itis fundamental that there should
be no reasonable doubt concerning the
lovalty of anv federal emplove in any of
the three branches of the Government,
In the judicial branch, the possilyilities
of disloyal employes causing dumage to
the national security are ever present.
As an example, federal judges, busy with
the ever-crowded court citlendars, must
rely upon assistants to prepare bricfing
papers for them.

“Fabse or biased information inadvert-
ently reflected in eourt opinions %u cru-
cial security, constitutional, governmen-
tal or social issues of national importance
could cause severe effects to the nation’s
sceurily and to our federal loyalty-se-
curity svstem generally.”

One member of the Commission, a
group of 12 prominent citizens appointed
by President Eisenhower, objocted to this
section of the report.

ames P MeGranery, formerly a fed-
era judee nd fater Attorney General in
the .id:1_1'1'|'||7§ir-;1t‘i(71|"I;ful’r};si(]_(-ggt' Truman,
protested that “no evidence was presented
at Commission conferences” to indicate
that any foderal judge ever was thus im-
posed upon.

2,000 coses a term. It is opanly ac-
knowledged in Wishington, however, tha
the Supreme Court Justices lean heavily
on the shoulders of their young assistants,
It is wlikely, say observers of the federal.
court system, that the Justices conld wade
thiough the 1,500 to 2,000 ciees that con-
front them cach term without the benefit
of the spadework done for them by their
clerks,

The question that is raised at this time,
when the Supreme Cowt gy deploving ity
power in ficlds formerly  controlled by
other branches of e Covernment, s
whether the influence of these voung Ly
clerks—some not vet admitted to the bar
—is reflected in Court opitions.,

Congress explores routes to curbing
High Court's powers, poge 50
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The Sennte Judxcmry Commxttee
lost little time in approving a bill
to “clarify™ compliance with the Su-
preme Court decision in the Jencks
case, In this decision the court ruled
that the government must make
available {0 defendants in criminal
cases secret FBI reports which fur-
nish the basis of testimony or d:srmss
the charges.

immediately the Justice Depart-
.ment and the FBI expressed objec-
tiong. The bill approved by the Sen-
ate Judicilry Committee would limit
disclosure fo reports and statements
relevant to testimony previously giv-~
en by government witnesses; would
require the court to review the docu-
ments and remove irrelevant mat-
ters before giving the report to the
defendant; would limit the . reports
and statements given the defendant to
those signed or approved by the wit-
ness; and would fhen give the court
the discretion of striking out the testi~
mony or declaring a mistrial in the
. event the government decliries to give
" the defendant the statement or report
asked for. -

i. _The ,bill as recommended does
;m{, "clanfy" It enablea the

R S

FBI Records B|l| lnterferes Wlth Bas:c Rnght

]_
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gavernment to evade comphance wlth
the Supreme Court decision by ' per-
mitting the court to continue with the
case by striking dut the testimony in.
volved instead "of requiring, eg has
been ordered by the decision, the dis-
missal of the ¢ase, And it makes am-

ple provision for secret testmmny ta
be withheld. : e
The Supreme Court’s dec:sxon in -
the Jencks case iz In strict confprmi- |
ty to the Sixth Amendment, which in.. :
cludes amonz the rights of an accused -
person in criminal prosecutions the
right “to be confronted with the wit-
nesses against him, , ., » This is a
basic right and ought to be zeglously ,

.defended, as the coyrt did in Hs deci-

sion. No dgency of government, i{n.-
cluding the FBI, ought to be privi. -
leged to deny to the accused the re~
ports which furnish the basis of the °
testimony ‘againgt him, whether sign- .
ed by the witness or not signed, .
Both Justice Clark in his d:ssent
and Attorney General Brownell .in
testimony before the Senate Judiclary
Committee seem {0 have exaggergted
the implications of the majority g‘e-
cision. Compliance should present ho
real problem {o law enforcement. It
does interfere with the building up of
any company of secret informers, The .

L R

" nation ean well do without that group,

The Senate should refect the bill
which interferes with and ' restricts
unduly the accused Persons.
[ r-g&,‘_!.._d._.__._._._._
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Mr. Hollomnn__.
Miss Gandy

Morning Herald
Dut‘h&ll, u. c.
7-12-57

Stesed Rollins,
Editor
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| Little People, Big Govemmenl' \I\ ’
" You hear t!&guestions :.*What in Heaven's name has
‘happened to the upreme Courq Is it trying to protect
Commiu
™ Answer: Nothmg kas happened to tho Conrt. It is
(- merely enforcing the Conatitution. In its traditional char-
' acter it is protecting the righta of little people against bl{
; government. Only once has the Court departed from tha
:course, In the case of GI Bill Gira.rd it was. atranzely, on
tho pide of big government, - )

Why Al the Whoopmg and Hollering?

s In the term new ending, the Court handed down 15
{ rulings that upset actions taken against real and suspected -
Communists. The Court reversed or set aside actions taken
v , by Congress, by the Executive branch. by lower courts and
by asome state governments. -
Never before had the Court handed down so many
lings on “rights” cases in 80 short a time. That's why
| jfou hear boos from the box saats . . . threats of impeach-~ 4
‘ ent coming from editors and others who havo forzotten i
; their American history. - - . A NSO
' Yet, never before had there been the need to ru]e on
‘. 80 many “rights” cases, . . . Never before had so many
j littie peopie been smearea by Congressional oommltteea,
“loyalty boards” and lugh-wheeling lower courtu. ) ,

"Rnglm" vs. “Wrongs” * * ”hb L to
-..', It would require all the pages 0 newspaper ‘
INQUIRER ' “review the details of the cases upset by the Court. But in°

h

BT U
',

.»
e
RO TR SRS N TR P DI

3t Gaw s 1, IR

5

N

. A al
PHIIADELPHIA, PA. -
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BULLETIN P each casa the 1ssue can fairly be stated as one in which the d
DAILY NEWS Tighta of people had been ignored or denied by t.ha power 3

of government.
1:' Practically all the peoplo were small potatoes That

AT - nmn of fh_nm wera 1'n the game k}tchen gard%n w-.th Pnﬂ ¥

gl g 4 /‘é'7 Eﬁ.ﬁd’s 'did not vold their rights under the law, -

ri

EDIT Some of the crities of the Court say the rulings make [
PACE » ‘ he Red threat more dangerous than ever. Is that true?,
COLUMN =TS

EDITQ T ? (AP
TITLE orﬁf'r"“— . 'rm' RECORDED
44 JuL 301957
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- How Dangerous Are U.S. Commies? - -
. We can measure gasoline by gallons, diamonds by §
ats and noise by decibels. How measure danger? There | .
‘fis & way. - T P
‘ The Commie apparatus in America has a 8-pronged
attack: (1) It can propagandize against the government
' and for ftself. (2) It can try to overthrow the government. -
(3) It can spy on the government. =~ . -
Propaganda has been tried. In the darkest bottom of. .
the depression Communism made little headway even
among the most distressed part of the population. Failing
in that, there was no chance to overthrow the government.
" No danger that America can be converted to Com-~
I munism. No danger Reds can overthrow the government. ..
_Red spying? That is a present and a .Iutugo danger, .

But No Spy Cases Came Before the Court * - - ;.
' In the recent cases the Court reversed, none involved §

' espionage. In the past, when Communist spies have been}
nvicted, the Court has never reversed the verdict. The{

eath sentence in the Rosenberg case was an example. The -

' fproof against them wads clear. The verdict was just, The

' "Court did not interfere. SN PR

i~ Inthe recent cases upset by the Court, the defendants i

' were accused of filing false affidavits, of preaching revolu- -

. tion but not attempting revolution, of questionable asso- =

~ clations, of refusing to answer questions.. - - - |

' .. A good many of themi admitted “propagating” Com-.

.
SR
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_Phony 1deas Ara Not Criminal . = -~ "= ¢/ -
Comrmunist beliefs, to most of us, are undesirable, dis- .
‘ tasteful and phony, But under the Bill of Rights it is not
;- & crime to hold unpopular ideas and to express them. .
i+ When the Founders, many years ago in Our Town,
anteed the right of free speech, it was a bold step— ,i
{ use they lived In a world where ?ppression was the g
.~ Tbday, with half the world still- gppressed, the Su-
‘ e Court goes back to the basis of American liberty. |
» {1t saym, in effect: We must not use the methods of Com.§
munism o fight Communism. We must be bold, not fear- / _
PR V) 4 e sbiing  eieti A, . g
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A, 0 By JOHN O'DONNELL .+ :rtdif ]
f - ‘Washington, July 14.—In the quarter of a century that;
this newsmadn has covered the Capital we have re o\
Tormal investigations of every branch of.government—with |

-—

one ouistanding exception, This is th¥-Supreme Court of : 4
PO o

the United States. .~ ... - . . ——’
"' The White House—from Harding’s Teapot Dome to. Rooseyelt’s
Pear] Harbor and "Yalta—has been investigated. So has every fede :
,eral department and agency. Congtess has even inveatigated its own
committees—and come up with e
the interesting information that
slthough committee reports and
recommendations were signed by
such honest American Senators
as Gerald Nye, Harley Kilgore,
.Claude Pepper, James Murray or
"Robert La¥ollette “they had been
. 'written largely by an Alger Hiss,
“John Abt, Henry Collins or other
famart Commupnists or fellow-
jtravelerd.” . p .
And come to think 6f it, be-
fore Hiss went to work on the
, Nye munitions investigation he
‘was the bright young law secre-
tary to one of our most distin-
S-:u}ted members of the Suprems’
-Cou e

L
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H
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<

Alcxepdor Hamilton § -
He put court in minor place
foreign diplomsats and disputes between sovereign states, it is then
\restrained “by such exceptions and under such regulations as the
make” when i comes to taking any appellate jurise

I So we've read with arm ap-
Ereoval the proposal of National
view editor James Burcham
‘that Congress drop those wild
‘and whirling wo sbout im-
‘peachment, ete, - and reread
Article I, Section Il of the Con-
. stitution. This flatly states that
[after the Supreme Court takes
“Jurisdiction over cases involvi

Congress sh .

ction, as to Isw and fact,- . - © o\ . -
., _ The heart of the Burnham %mposal rests in the paragraphs; !
, © “In & republic there is not inf sacrosanct about the judiciary,
to exempt it from scrutiny by the legislative representatives of the’
ﬁeogle.mlt the judiciary hes nothingjo hide—as we must presumeg-’

d frsounalmas T AL S o
should welcome & serlous and publie IGGUITY.

3 14 il w08 Juldges nays

{been inching heyond thelr due role In'a republican mystem, an opfm*
,Investigation by the sovereign legislature is an ideal means to
M of the traditional duties and restraints that bind fhe
~Mue Ju

B . - . N
cial conscience,. = o - G Brdien 2 S s b
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: S % " Does” Court Tntimidote Congress? .

.- “Is Congress—are Con men—afrald of the court? 'ﬁn‘d&“f
the court's gulling crosafire Tom Walsh or Pat McCarran would not "
,have waited this Jong, we cen be zure, to propose such an 1:3‘:‘111“-'
.And how quickly either one of thosa tough, fighting Amer! .
_would have jumped for the chance te head #I* ~ -~ ..
i, Putting s~ide for the moment the Earl Warren co ‘lvon‘
school inveatliﬁ\ntion and <ivil rights, there remainy the stinging Wat. |
Xing case ruling in which the high court told its actual boss—Con.'
-gress—how Congress should proceed in its investigations snd what'
‘questions 4% shouldn't ssk. in the Steve Neison case it toid the
sovereign states that state laws to control subversion and tresion:
had been tossed ont the window becsuse only federal law was Jnr_-
ymitted by the conrt to operate in that field. And in the Jencks deci-
sion it permitted Communist Iawyers to brouse leisurely through the
most secret files of the ¥BI—one of the most amazing and shocking
rulings ever handed down, . ... - T -
. o far as the decision freeing California Communists eonvicted
under the Smith Act is concerned, it Jeaves the law enforcement offi-
cer, acting to defend his country, fna spot where he knows in advance
that his prisoner will be turned free unless he catches him with a
‘hand grenade in his hand or & amoking sutomatic after he's pulled
the tngger.~ oot L L BRI e
A Who Writes fthe Decisions? - .aF% . i
f_ " Burnham emphasizes- the propriety of such s Congrenionali
[Ingestigation under Congress’ Constitulional mandate to “regulite’
the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and to provide the
funds for maintenance of the judiclary establishment” And he
polnts oo .t .. oo
| Then, tartly comes this all-important snappers .~ -1 %4

- ¥As directly relevant to such an inquiry the fvestigative eom. I \

of the Supreme Court and-the inferfor eourts are selected, the fune-

. tions of law wacretnries’ and other alds of tha judges ths azact

I mittes would presumably wish to discover the way in which the staffs

# mﬁnnc’:: in which 'decisi_.ongTrs being prepared and writl:;-n-,-nnd by
whom.” . . I ,

. The :round_Ing' fathers hever intended to make the Supreme Court
or.the federal judiciary as a whole a “co-equal” branch of the governs-
ment. _In the first 100 years after the adoption of the Constitutio
botg White House and Congress st various times defied or ignore
bigh court decisions, or, in the case of Congress, flatly contradicted
s%upreme Court decisién by passing a law.—as it did in March 31,

1868, when it formally nullified the Dred Scott decision, . o
= Cour} Weakest Branch, Hamllfon Wrote ° ‘v

: . . As Alexander Hamilton wrote it the Federalist Paperss © " .
i " “The judiciary, from the na of ity functions, will always ba

‘thc Teast dangerous to the political rights of the Constitution; be.

cause it will be least in a capacity o annoy or injurs them . . . the
Judiciary ., .. has no influence over either the sword or the purse;
no direction efther of the strength or of the’ wealth of the socie
nd can taks ng sctive resolution whatever. It may truly be
have neither forea nor will, bt merely judgment; and must ulti.
, 1pately depend upon the afd of the executive arm even.for,the effie
) ey'thof its jm:fq:en:l X o It da beydo)nd com,;}a_riso;l tie wenkeat .of
e three departments ;. (ADg).can ngver attack
} et of tha SUE cwan Loy (RO ke
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“FRL AND THE §UPREME COLRZ [

o e .- : . N -
&l the receni -decisions’ by|formation, methods of procefjure!
Supreme Court on individualland the like the Supreme Court’
rights; the one of most. i
to the government Is the between sghow-
Ing the.{iles or not prosecuting. -
- Reports from the capital say the
B.1. is threatening to drop out
such cases sltogether rather
ing ghan . permit ! examination” of
credibility of wit-¥iles by defendants, .
it may search the files] The administration is  meantime
looking for discrepancies Metween ndvancing Jegislation designed to
infermation supplied to the F.B.I. give tral fudges the authority to
and sworn testimony in the eourt-|decide in secret what part if any
. - fof F.B.I reports should be al.
-Jowed to the defense. Without ac.
Ofggion on -some fuch measure]! s
good - share - of the governmeljt’
YR¥ork.y in v3erimihal "y prasecy Jon
steind to ‘stand«in danger. ; !

COSLIAN LISLNDRATH,
oDITOR

TH= DAILY HiRALD
GULFFCRT & BILCXI, MIS
ISSIPFI COAST

: 7/15/57

: Fage 2 Cols, 1 & 2
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‘Congress and the Decisians

In recent weeks, the Supreme Court has handed
down decisions whieh"havrﬁt‘ﬁmmer ot
complaint from some congressmen and others:.: -
y We have shared the bafflement over some of
these decisions. As & long-timé member of the court,
‘Justice David J. Brewer, said nearly 60 years ago: :

i “It i3 a mistake to suppose that the Supreme
‘Court is either honored or helped by being spoken
‘of as beyond eriticism . . . True, many criticisms
_may be, like thelr authors, devoid: of good taste, but
-‘better all sorts of criticism than no criticism at a]l.”
¢ But disapproval of individual judgments of the
‘court and attacks on the court as an instltution are

) ; Z8 | e,
FATe ARV

Miss Gandy
———m'

I,
; a

‘two different things. - : i b
{

SN

CINCINNATI POST
Cincinnati, Chio

As an independent branch of our govemment, :
l . the Supreme Court is an integral part of our sys-
I -checks and balances—-a tem im rative :
tem of ‘checks an 5¥s pe i mre  1/18/57

to our way of life.

" In its long history the court frequently has been + 6
_ the last barrier to the invasion of individual rights, ’ PAGE
which &re paramuunn 10 any division ol government. * .
EDITION_ Final

‘Having said this, we now turn with a comforting |
feeling to the sober reactions of some of those most ;

' directly concerned W‘lth the court’s recent judg-
ments. -

We cite, for instance, the declsion of the House
Un-American Activities Committee to re-orient lts
aims, to revise its authorizing law and its pro- |
cedures, even to change its name—tihat it may con-

. "nm tn i"hn nn“rl-’a }udgm‘ent }n the famous Wcl-..
kins case, -

l ", The House committee has determined obviously,
_that it can live with the Watking decision, and still

" pursue the duties for which it was created. = .-

- We note that the Justice Department which said

“the court’s decision in another case had vreated a

“grave emergency in law enforcement,” as indeed if

_did, 18 moving fast, together with Congress, to rem\-

edv defects in the law, as alleged by the court. - P P A

v It seems to us thesz orderly etrorts rather than ,c -

%venzebn..lnvestigitions, or legistation, stewe? NGT

\ rerisal'.aremorelnkeplngwithour R
cmcepmmm ;ovemmengm 44 JuL 29 1957
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tudent In &' certain -
e why we thmsa e ook
Wi wea 1 1
%tnte supreme court, in g
famous case, had ruled ]
they had — reversing the
lower courts, completely dipe
regarding the " doctrine qof!
stare ‘decisis and holding,
contrary to all prior judicial
pronouncements, When no
student” could answer, this
law  professor exclaimed,
#“Wen, students, it's really

quite simple. The Supreme
Court was Republican—the
defendant was a Democrat.
3 The decislon was strictly, a
‘political nel” . " 5
| Shortly after this startling
observation was made, .our
professor was elevated by a
certain "Pr nt  to the
United Stated Supreme Court.
He was duly™ confirmed by
the United States Senate.
;i I have frequently wondered
"how many of the United
States Supreme Court de-
cislons of late are motivated
strictly by political, soci-
ological and private preju-
dices—in derogation of the
express provisions of the
. United States Constitution.

il am of the view that the

! ipresent court—with it's lop-
sided 9-0 “Liberal” composi-

%tion may well have suc-
Ycumbed to such chimera in
‘fathering and disseminating

JSuch opinfons as those ren-

idered in the recent Girard

‘case; in Bweezy 'v. New
Hampshire; Slochower- v,

Brooklyn College; Yates v.

United States; John Stewart

iBervice v, Dulles; Chessman

¥ Teets; Reid v. Coveri:

Roviaro v. United States:

United Btates v, H

r

Mgy
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Q
'Eo und the U: Bln sug tiﬂ?
- in every ina

feversing the lower court. Is
it possible that all the lower
court judges—throughout tha
United States—both Fede
and Btate—are 1immat
lawyers " and judges — not
soundly versed ip the knowl.
edge of the law, wholly lack:
ing in judicial experience—
whereas the' nine on the
present Court—who hear no )
[witpesses, who recelve ng.

jury verdicts—are consist-
ently right? If would more'
loglcally #ppear that the!
lower court judges—most of .
whom have had years of
Judicial experience on the | -
bench, who possess tremen--
dous legal backgrounds snd -

Parsons
sen
Tamm
Trotter
Nease
Tele. Room —~—
Holloman
Gandy

iwho were appointed by dif-}
yviously better disposed to’

ahouncements based on ‘good

v 7 - N. Y. Times
é——-——;\ = ——%o‘:f—.‘g—h/} Daily Worker
NOT RE 3 The Worker

9 138 JUL x5 1952 >

terent Presidents—were ob-

render sound judicial pro-

law rather than those ut-
tered by men appointed for
political reasons and whose
nderlying philosophy seems
1o be based on political an
sociological fantasy.. . ..

“Constitationalist.”
LA N I

I read with Interest a re.:

cent article by David Law- .
rence, & fine writer, referring

to the Supreme Court. Mr. - 4
Lawrence is correct In stat- °

ing that the metmbers of the

court hold office durlng ..

.good behavior” and not for

lite, as some people seem to B

think, The members of the °

. Senate are the sole judges of

the law and the facts as to*

what s good end what is

bad. The last judge to be

Wash. Post and

Times Herald

———

conduct. This same conclu- Wash, News
slon coukli apply o anwcaurt, Wash, Star
OV N. Y. Herald
- s Ww"f{pﬂ: Tribune
N. Y, Journal-__ ____
American

N. Y. Mirror
N. Y. Daily News

New Leader
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* BY Lyle C- Wilson—

ﬂ:' P eyl _\:.lﬁl'-k. - ATt :

S — THE S?L?ot Georgla has - Jnvited Ah
U. 8 Supreme econsid

its ruling that ¢ shop uhion a
ments can be enforced in violation
state law, : < s

The question arose in Georgila in the
case of Looper and others against thé
Georgla Southern & Florida Rallway Co. |
LooFer and his associate petitioners are !
‘railway employes. They were notitied '
that under terms of the Federal Railway 1
Labor Act they must within 60 days join
a labor union or forfeit their jobs.

T - ‘This clased shop provision has
made effective by the U. 8. Supreme Court in all stat

cluding those which have enacted “Right to Work" Ia

utlawing the closed shop, - - ' ’

’ ‘The Supreme Court of Georgla 'exlgessed its deep distr

|
t being compelled to follow the U. S. Supreme Court’si
LS VR ) !

: PPN

£ Ceorgia Court Questions Closed-Shap "Agrecmante

(Ca. 2.7 2.

q —
oy
Y/ i

oardman
Belmont
Mohe

Parsons
Rosen

Tomm
Trotter .
. Nease

Tele. Room
Holloman

-~

A
Wash, Postand .
—  Times Herald

.- Wash. News _L_Z_
" Wash. Star ____
- N. Y. Herald

Tribune
N. Y. Journale____
American
N. Y. Mirror
N. Y. Daily News __ ___
N. Y. Times
Daily Worker
The Worker
NOT RFenADED New Leader
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. ngdnst ﬂle closed shop. -

LOOPER and his associatey complained that compulsory
union mernbership compelled them also to centribute

I unwillingly fo political actlvities of which they disapproveg:
“Tt is nlleged " the Georgla Court safd in its unanimous

Ardnian Hihat ¢4ha samin T e | e o Lowr vaedll

SO, T uldl uie Unuohn duca alu other payiichis tu!:_v ¥ L
: be required to make to the unlon will be used to ‘support
ideological and political doctrines and candidatey’ which
, they are unwilling to suppert and in which they do NOT
{ believe.” It said this would violate the First, Fifth and
Ninth Amendments to the Constitution.
g Rulmg tor the petitioning railway workers, the Georgla
Court said
“We do N’OT believ® one can constitutionally be compelled
o contribute money to support ideas, politics and candidates
hich he o poses. We believe his right to immunity from
uch exact:ons is superior to any claim the union may
keonham." . ST , :

C me—p = g

. lgad. Bt it found comfort I a mew evenve of attack_N\JOTING the opinion, given last Juiie 10, theerigtf-Wing

weekly magazine “National Review,” commented:
“The Supreme Court of Georgia has, in effect, told a
number of local railway workers that they need only to
rove the pelitical use of union funds to sustam the Tight
o, nonunionized employment.
a nice question for Chlef Jusﬂce Earl
Warrent Court In Washington. We await the fireworks
that must inevitably result when Justices Hugo L, Black
and William O. Douglas and the others are faced with the
words of the Georgia Court.,” -

Movie producer ll B. De Mille went to court on such
an fssue in 1945. De Mille refused to pay a $1 mssessment
levied by the American Federation o
levy was to provide a fund to oppose an eﬂort in Cali-
fornia to outlaw the closed shop.

Mr, De Mille was suspended by the union. In Janua
1945, Superior Judge Emmet H. Wilson ruled against A
De mue, holding that the producer must pay up to rema
in the union, e Judge said the use to whlch the levi
fund would be put was NOT polltical .

e AL

i-.~ —y Rt e

Radio Artists,” The -

4 - it - P,
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. RS ' Wash, News
¢ A #3] Wash.Ster
.,_._..\ | Now A BESTSELLERI . = | Woshstar
et i : Tribune
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American \
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N recent weeks, the Suprerffe Court

"~ bhas handed down decisions which

have provoked a thunder of complainta

from some Congressmen and others,
; _

We have shared the bafflement over’
some of these decisions.. .

t And we are among those who hold
that the Court, no less than Congress
adversq criticism, As a long-time mem-
ber of the Court, Justice David J.
Br(_ewer, said nearly 60 years ago:.

f “It is a mistake to suppose that the
Supreme Court i3 either honored or
helped by being spoken .of as beyond
criti(:ism als » E, many Ci'iticisms
may be, like their authors, devoid.of .
‘good taste, but better all sorts of

. Butl disapproval of individual judg-
‘ments of the Court and attacks on the
Court as an institution are two dif-
ferent things. As an independent
branch of ocur Government, the Su.
' preme Court is an integral part of our
. 8ystem of checks and balances—g S8YB-
Iibem imperative to our way of life.

" In its long history the Court fre-
“YUEMly has been the last barrier to the *

Conyress and t{:gaﬂé‘c‘ls“di s T

eriticism than no eriticism at all.” a

1 LIS
o
-

57

T

i;wa-_sion of individt‘lél n"g'hts, ﬁhich are
paramount to any-division Qf govern-
menf, . o~ LY

Having said this, we now turn W‘ith
A comiortmg feeling to the recent sober

. reactions of some of those most di-
rectly concerned with the Couri’s re- -

cent judgments. We cite, for instance,

. " the decision of the House Un-American
or the President, is a fair target for . a L

Activities Committee to reorient its
aims, to revise its authorizing law and

its procedures, even to change its namé -

—that it may conform to the Court’s
judgment in the famous Watkins cage.

H nd s Fon o
The House committee has determined,

obviously, that it can live with the

Watkins decision, and still pursue the

duties for which it was created, -

_We-note that the Justice Depart-
ment, which said the Court's decision

in another case had created a “grave
emergency in law enforcement,” as .in-
deed it did, is moving fdst, together
with Congress to remedy defects in
the law, a3 alleged by the Court.” - -

It seemg to us these oriiiarl:v efforts,

rather than vengeful investigations or -

legislation stewed in reprisal, are more -

In keeping with our traditional con-
cepts of democratic governmeyt——==

mm———
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- A-Slap AT
 The Blgots!\.,I |

. The Supreme Court i3 to
be comifichded T0f Tmany of
its recent decisions—in some

Instances they have opened
1up a pew world of thought

;and righteousness in modern

Amerlca. - T

¥ Oh, how smug were the rac

“tsts, the Phony patriots 4nd the
narrow-minded bigots before the
.Supreme Court pulled the rug
“Irom beneath their feet. In
‘each instance the Supreme
Court decided in favor of right-
.evusness: how can we have se

regation in America when :
men are su;posed to be equal—
‘why shoul one accused of

~ef e ym +.aA bl e
‘& crime be confronted with evi-

dence he cannot inspect—why
‘should an American soldier sta-
‘tioned in a foreign nation, who
wmmlts 4 crime against a citi.
|zen of that country, not be fried
by a legal court of sald wun-.
oyT

% Snarl, snap and whimper an

‘you vile bigots, but these decl -

sions will regaln the prestige
lnd respect America lost when'
y tha highest
eourt In the laml_

E"LZ;:_—J MR, N ? E

‘/ L] 7578

NOT nsconotn
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"LACK oF RESRICE FOR T’;“;‘;‘_{
RECENT ACTS OF U.8. "
OSUPREME COURT GENERAL

IT is a faHac? to “state under any
circumstances that the South is
an “isolated” or “segregated”.area

"cent decisions hagded dowg l;y the
Supreme Comi E : = 8 :
Sentunent m .the South cntu:al of
a group of men, in the majority at
least, who hg ?. literally , torn to
shreds or pulvéried mahdates of
the Constitution; by belief in their
‘actions, consent or directive, may
be found throughout the country. If
more localized in Southern States, it
l'is because these are the principai

.target of the court as the center of
sound and traditional government
founded in freedom.

There is a growing sentiment de-
veloping from lack of respect for-tlhie
court accentuated since the “stick.
ed court” era of the Roosevelt (F D,
R.) administration, that if one seg
ment of federal government is in
‘greater need of repair than any
‘other jt is the court. It should be
made to remain in its own consti- '
.futional orbit. Never should it be

stamp of approval to proposed’ few
laws, or changes, in comphance v
-with political warps of selfish tg;st.‘
: It ought to be good for the cqun.-
try and the court, #f the people’
- ~would amend the Constitution to
‘change the ‘manner of seating
men on the court bench for life. A

vealed few,

ﬂ‘any-qualeymg Tests”

for the important work. President’
Roosevelt did not hawe a “quorum”.

did.

. in his court to do his bidding o
I 'in the United Sfafes eritical of re begin with, but before he di ed he

‘» (,‘f_

If President Elsehhower hasn’t !n

entiy well pleased with recent de-

Eteral terms a guorfim, he s evi.

i1sions handed down. - S Ll 0

George E. Sokolsky, noted” cqum-,
4 ist employed by more than 300

ewspapers through King Features
yndicate, who- knows terribly bad
overnment because he has lived
ith in Europe {Russia) and fled
rom it to the havén of the good
overnment that,the *United. States
as by basic, if polifically abused,
onstruction. He is  an’ Amencan cit-

PN vi} v

izen,

|y

- ey we

In a recent comment on the court,
the colummst had this to say, bnef- i

--*a..

“I am so diScouraged by” recent
upreme Court decisions that" it
hard to understand what the
arrant Court) " reaILy means to do

suspected of applying the rubber ' ‘© W8 - — .-

'By appointment to pay pohtical
. debts, or for the purpose of secur,,
lty lg: appointees personally; - -3

num L of wmrerg,  have . Te ‘g T

fi
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